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adopted by the old TMasters, Holbein, Leonardo, Titian, and Raphael. 

— Preliminary OI>ser^.itlo^^ rn’the general Character of Raphael, 

('onclusion, and Description of a few old Dutch Pictures.* by John 
Van -Eyck, lleinmelink, and Diircy*. ^ 

ADDKESSKD TO A FlUKXD AT DUESOEN. ' 

September, 

Befoki-: entering into an examination of the pictures 
exliibited in the Louvre, I shall attempt to give you some 
idea of the gallery itself, as tliis will, 1 think, contrihute to 
rcznK*r my description oi' tlje j)i<'tures moro»intelligib!e. , 
d'lie palace of tlie JiOUvre, though an ancient building, 
can b(>ast but little architt'etiiral beauty; certainlji* noj in 
that part of it adjoining the entrance to the Musec : it is, 
in faet, a gloomy, irregular edifice, such as in past years 
must liave formed a fitting residence for thejiowerful and 
arbitrary sovereigns of those turbulent and nneiviliscif times. 
Under this character, the pnge of history has made its name 
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familiar to us, and it seems thus, from the associations con¬ 
nected with it, but little fitted to form a temple^ for the 
noblest of the imitrtive arts. A small side door affords ud- 

* mission to a collection of splendid pictures, which have 
recently been transplanted hither from their native Italian 
soil. Ascending one step, you enter a circular, well-lightep 
saloon, devoted to Ijlie works of Italian art alone. On the 
right, a long, narrow gallery «ti-etches the whole length of 
one wing, which, extending along the bank of the Seine, 
connects the Louvre with the Tuileries. Here you encounter, 
lirrt. the pai?itings of the French school, followed by the 
German and flemish masters, cotnprising, however, but a 
very smgll pro^vortion of the chefs-d’oeuvre of the old German 
school. Lastly ecome tlie Italian paintings. Among them 
we find the works of llaphael and his followers, together 
with the schoal of the Carracci; nor would there In; any 
reason to complain of the hanging ,and general arrangement, 
except that the light is feeble, and badly distributed. 'Hiis 
long gallery opens into a smaller one, rurujing in the same 

• direction, containing works not intended for immediate ex¬ 
hibition, or whi6ji require restoration : as, for example., the 
“Transflgumtiou” of llaphael, and the “ Madonna di Foligno,” 
also by that inaste^^’. Ilerc, uniy-ranged, and resting cure- 
l^sly one upon another against tlui wall, we see the master¬ 
pieces of Perugino, and of the delightful Giulio Romano, 
seen by few, and by fewer still admired sind appreciated! 
‘W'e now return to the Grand Salon; the only one, in fact, 
in w^hich*the pictures are seen to advantage, and tie' light 
judhyously distributed. On the right is the Long Gallery, 
syid the smaller one running parallel with it; on the left, an 
apartment of moderate dimensions, in which are dc'posited 
the designs of the old masters, the cartoons of Raphael, 
Giulio Romano, &c. &e. : it contains also a few paintings in 
water-colours, and in the centre, on costly mosaic tables of 
lapis-lazuli and marble, stand a few of the most valuable of 
the#Etr{lscan vases. 

I have here described the Grand Salon as I saw it in 1802. 
But amid the continual mutations occurring in this city, not 
even u'orks of art can claim exemption from the general 
in^ucnce ; consequently the galleiy of llu; Louvre no longer 
presents the same appearance as when I first visited it. The 
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Grand Salon, and that appropriated to the Resigns of the 
old masters, have been dcs])oi}ed of their ancient treasures, 
in order to make room for the productions of wjot/ern artists, 
*'* and they are now occupied by what we shoVild term An Ex- ' 
hibition.” A few months must elapse* before the pictures 
""we love and reverence, or any others comparable to them in 
merit, again adorn the walls. The fallowing description 
relates only to those which were to be seen at the time of 
my first inspection. 1 shall, with the assistance of a cata¬ 
logue* of that period, go thi'ough the whole ; but since then 
many alterations have been made even in the Long Gallery. 
A large number of the hi'^st and most famous jiaintings have 
been removed, ir^ order, it is said, to adorn ^tbe pq,laces of 
8t. Cloud and the Tuilerics. I shall nam<». only a few of 
the most valuable of the Italian scdiool, which are now mis¬ 
sing: the '‘Fortuna” of Guido; ■* iiinaldo end Annida;” 

‘‘A'liieas and Anchiscs,” by Domeiiichino ; the “ Mayriage of 
St. CatheriiK',” and the “ Antiojje” of Correggio : their places 
have been su[)pl?ed by a few other valuable pictures formerly 
in tlie Grand Salon, and also by some, which,. tliofigh pre- ■ 
viously enumerated in the catalogue of tlio^ong Gallery, arc 
not to be found in the present. 1 mention tfiis circumstance 
at the comineucem'-nt, in*order to avofd^ llie necessity of 
recurring to it hcrcui'ter : it ygU. I Jiope, be suflicient to con¬ 
vince every one of the imjiossibility of giving a full and 
eompVite description of all the pictures here. 'JVthis we 
may add, that many have beeh sent into the departmentst 
and I am assured by Visconti, tliat many liighly* esteemed 
works of Porugino are exiled thither, not having beeii con¬ 
sidered Avnrtliy a jdace in the national Musec. This w;dl 
appear incix'dible, and 1 heartily wish it were in my power 


* The three catulo^iics by wliow nunibcrs 1 have been guided in this 
description of the paintings in the Louvre, are th'rf following. — ]. ,For 
the Grand Salon, — “ Notice de pliisicurs Tableaux recucillis .a Viiiuse, 
Florence, Turin, et I’oligno, &c., exposes dans le Grand* Salon du 
Miisee, ouvert le 18. ^'entose, an 10.” 2. For the Long Galli^y,— 
“ Notice des Tableaux des Eeoles Franyaisc et Flaininande, dont I’ou- 
verture a cu lieu le 18. Germinal, an 7, et des Tobleaux des Eeoles de 
Louibardic et de Itologne, dont rexposition a eulicu le 25. Me^ssidor, an 
9.” 3. For the Salon of Designs, — ‘‘ Notice des Dcssins Origiiiaux, 

Esquisses Peintes, Carton.s, Gouaches,&.c.,exposes cn Messidor de Tan 10.” 
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. 

to contradict assertion so injurious to the good taste of 
the Parisians. c 

I know you will«be gratified by receiving a description of 
•the most* remarkable of the-old pictures here exhibited: 
also fiope that njy ofiservations may not be wholly devoid of 
interest even to pthers, who do not so completely enter inV/ 
my feelings on the i|ubject of the art, as yourself and a lew 
yther friends. In the first pkico, a tolerably complete de¬ 
scription of all the paintings which at that period were here 
exhibited, will already be historically valuable to many per¬ 
sons, as recalling to tlic mind, in a more connected form, 
things of wliifli, amidst the chadges and mutations daily 
occurring in fiiis country, they may retai/i but a slight re¬ 
collection ; and n-iecondly, every new collection of old paint¬ 
ings forms a separate body, a novel combination, in examining 
which the amateur often finds a new light thrown upon cir¬ 
cumstances wlpch till then had pvrhaps been unnoticed or 
ill undcTStood. 


A decided relation may be traced botwe^t all the works 
‘ of any peculiar brancli of the art, and, wlien examined in 
conne^xion, thev^/nutually elucidate each other. Hut how 
widely scattcrea are all the mernhers of this glorious l)(»dy! 
'Who can presume to say he lias ycen even once all that do- 
syves to be studied and remcm\»ercd? And even sujiposing 
any individual to have been so fortunate, how, scattered us 
they are, can it be possible for his mind to retain a <ljstinet 
^nd vivid imjtression of tlie wfiole? Each lover of art, there¬ 
fore, ieeling tlie impossibility of embracing more tliaii a 
jH»rtipn of tlie great uniti^d body formed by tlic old masters, 
lymld do Mcll to fix upon some peculiar point, and thence to 
define, as < learly as ma}^ be, a circle comprising all that he 
lias seen. I shall not m 3 'sclf attempt to conceal that wlicn in 
the JMusee at Paris, the Dresden (iaih*ry frerpuaitly rccniTed 
to my mind ; aiidVhis remembrance w'as most useful to me, 
es[*c(sa]ly in regard to Corrc'ggin, botli collections being 
pec»liiir!y rich in the works of this deep-souled painter — 
works which be<‘ome intelligible only when viewed in con¬ 
nexion, and \vhi(*li are still as vividly present to niy mind as 
thouglul had looked on them but yesterday. My acquaint- 
ani'C with tlic Dresden Ciallery was also most valuable to*me, 
in regard to llaphael; for the famous picture of tlie Mother 




of Ood” (Madonna di San Si«to), by that mWer, at Dres¬ 
den, i& alone tfar superior in merit to agy wliich are to bo 
• seen in Paris. 

^efore proceeding further, I wish to give a briet explana- 
«4^op of my opinions on certain points ; not much, indeed, 
for your information, — my opinions generally, and especially 
on subjects connected with t^e arts, being already familiar 
to you,—but for others who may think this volume W'orthy art 
attentive perusal- This explanation wdll serve both to define 
the limits I shall assign to my observations, and to demon¬ 
strate the principles on which they will be founded. 

1 have little taste exccjit lor the earlier scBools of Chris¬ 
tian art, and to {hem my n marks must necie^arilyTje con¬ 
fined. Of the Frencli and the more recent Italian school, I 
shall say nothing; even in that of the Carracci.^ I rarely meet 
Avith compositions that fully devel<»pc and satisfy my ideas of 
tlie art, or seem entitleil^to peculiar notice.* I have more 
than once examj^ed attentively every picture in the Musee, 
and yet how many, notwithstiuidiiig my forced contempla¬ 
tion, arc noAV entirely obliterated from zwy mind I The 
latest paintings tliat liave power to touch *m 3 t heart, and 
before which I willingly pause to medi1atd*und admire, belong 
to tills early school; for 1 must confess tliat I see nothing 
irresistibly attractive in the duld, and often studied, grace 8f 
(luido, nor am 1 captivated by the rosc-and-lily-linted <*arna- 
tions 7jf Donuaiieliino, unless these eharins are made iiistru-» 


mental in revealing to the mind that deep truth of j-haracter 
and design wliich belongs to the more [irofound and fully 
develop(‘d Avorks of llutsc masters. If, ul‘ter contcinplflting 
the modern Freneli or Dutch productions, avc return to thC 
stud}^ of this seliuol, its e.oinpositions appear nobly eonceivexl 
and ex('cut(‘d ; if, on t\w contrary, av<* commence Avilll the 
old(M* Italian or Flemish lna^ters, they losw all value and iii- 
tere.-t hy the colnJ)ari'^o^. 

^ I e:m aivt^no oihnion of the masters belonging to tliis (jpm- 
parati\ tdy later school, unless it he first conceded that, eAcn in 
their time,the g<Mtius of [lainting had lost its early s}>lendour. 
TitiaiL Correggio, (Jiulio lioiuano, Andrea del Sarto, Palma, 
and Olliers of their class, are, in niy opinion, ihelatot painters 
Avorthy of the name. It is true, nevertheless, tliat tlie gifts 
of genius are not restricted to any one'epoch ; nor ryiist Ave 
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attempt lo confine its influence within a circle of geometrical 
exactness. The hifttory of art, on tlie contrary, like that of 
« every fref existence, has its irregularities ; thus, we some¬ 
times'find, even anfong the ancient masters, paintings of 
but little value, tind bearing but feeble indications of their^- 
genius, while, on the other hand, tlie productions of some 
later, and perhaps unknown ai^ist, startle us occasionally by 
flieir near approach to all that is most perfect in conception 
and execution.* 

Thus we shall find no confused groups, but a few indivi¬ 
dual figures, finished with such care and diligence as bespeak 
a just idea of tlic beauty and holiness of that most glorious of 
all hieroglyphic .images, the human formstern and serious 
figures, sharply outlined, and which seem starting from the 
canvas; no ci^trast of cfiect, produced by blending chiaro¬ 
scuro aqd dark shadows (the brilliant reflection of light-illu¬ 
mined objects,’thrown in to relieve the gloom of night), but 
pure masses of colour, laid on in distinct pjjpportions — cos¬ 
tumes and draperies which appear to belong to the figures, 
no less from their appropriate arrangement, than from their 
simplicity. ,Uift in the countenance—there, ivhere the liglit 
of the painter’s gerfius most glorij^usly reveals itself— every 
variety of expression, or, rather, the most complete indivi- 
dtiality of features, is to be inct with; yet each wearing a 
general 'aspect of childlike tenderness and simplicity, -svhich 1 
♦have always considered as thtj original characteristie^of the 
human riv-’C. This isthe. stjde of the old masters, and though 
such an avowal may convict me of partiality, I must acknow- 
ledg(? that this stylo alone command.s my unqualified admir- 
iftion, unless the departure from it.be justified by any im¬ 
portant motive, as with Correggio, and other great jiainters, 
who were the first to practise that new manner whieli they 
bequeathed to their successo»'3. 

Tlu^se preliminary ohserv.nLions will give interest to my 
subjptpibat remarks, as setting before your mind the point ^f 
view from which I examined these paintings. I now proceed 

* We have a very j)leasin'T instance of the truth of this a.sscrtion in the 
picture (if “ St. Justin,” by Pordcnoiie, in the collection at Vienna. This 
intt^lJigent Venetian claims, on the whole, but a subordinate petition in 
the second rank of Italian masters; yet, in that picture, ho attains to a 
rare perfoction in i'u> highest points of artistic feeling .and treatment. 
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to give a general description of them, beginning with, those 
in the Grand Salon. 

Among the most remarkable there, I ifpmber two pictures 
by Fra Bartolommeo, a master with whose works-i h^d not' 
before been acquainted (Nos. 28 and 2ii), “The Evan- 
'')geli8t, St. Mark,” sitting with the great Bible in his hand, 
and “Christ with the Four Evangelists.” An intense 
spirituality, one might almost say a glowing fire of derotioj;i, 
pervades both works, and penetrates to the inmost lieart. 
Figures like that of St. Mark few arc capable of conceiving, 
much less of painting. I do not hold tliis to be the true 
character of the art; and the still, sweet beaiary of Giovanni 
Bellini or Perugino, claims a far higher rank^ in my estima¬ 
tion. ■ Yet Raphael himself disdained not'to draw inspira¬ 
tion from the kindling fount of F) a Bartolommeo’s genius; 
and is it not to this spirituality that maily of his most 
glorious works owe then: soul-stirring influ^jnce ? • On the 
other hand, it cannot be denied that the “Christ Teaching” 
(the size of life^ of Bellini, at Berlin, is more holy aqd severe, 
and consequently more sublime and godlike, than that of Fra 
Bartolommeo. In the former avc distinotljj recognise Him 
who, though promulgating the holiest ^etrinc*^ of love, yet 
came also to bring a swbrd hito the world — Him, whose 
penetrating eye detects and* pursues the enemy of all gqyd, 
even in the dee})est recesses of the human hc.art ; jvhile the 
pictifi-e of Fra Bartolommeo .{nay as appropriately represent 
any other prophet. Still execution, figure, features, com¬ 
plexion, and hair—all, in tlie Fra Bartolommeohave the 
general characteristics of ardour and inspii-ation. , 

There are no pictures on which I have gazed so long ei)d 
so intently, as on the two allegorical paintings by Mantegna*, 

* Lis fleuK compositions allt'^oriqiics dc Mantegna, qu’on volt d la 
galeric (hi Louvre, doivent appartenir a line eifoqiie de sa vjc od son 
talent avail atteint toiite la force ct touto la maturity dont il otait sus- 
ccptihle. Dans rune on voit Ics neuf Muses qii’A^iollon fak danser au 
son de sa lyre; au dossns, Mars ct Venus, dehuut, avec dcs traits ct 
dans des attitudes qui n'oiit ricn de common avee le cynisme cle la voliiptc 
paienne; d'lin cote, Vulcain dans sa forge; de Tautre, Mercure avec 
Pegase, disposes do maniere :i former un contraste qui so rs^taclie sauH 
doute au gioupc principal 3 >ar un lien allegoriquc assez difficile d saisir- 
Quolques-unes des Muses sout d'UMe hesuite ravissante, sans avoir ote 
ctipieob sur des statues anti juvs (la Danse dbs Muses, par Jules Uomain, 

B 4 ’ • 
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which, form part of the original collection (Nos. 39 and 
40.). 

The first, rcpres^iting the Muses dancing on a green lawn 
* in th^ foreground, i^ a very remarkable composition. On 
the right of the spectator stands Mercury, holding the Pe-^ 
gasus, richly caparisoned. On the left of the dance, ApolloJ^ 
playing on the lyre^ seated on a block of stone, and above 
^ira, on the summit of a rock, Tulcan in his workshop, turn¬ 
ing a threatening glance towards the highest centre of the 
picture, where Venus stands with the god Mars, near a 
’ couch, both facing the spectator, with Cupid at their side, 
who appears to direct towards Vulcan the fire of jealousy and 
i-age. On each side of the little hill on .which Mars and 
Venus seem entlfroned, two rocks are introduced, forming the 
sides of the picture, and rich in allegorical figures and refe¬ 
rences, difficultTto decipher. It seems, however, sufficiently 
clear, that the oliff which encloses *the workshop of Vulcan, 
is designed to represent the mysteries of nature and the art of 
painting,,^ while that near which Mercury itunds with the 
Pegasus, separated from the other by the verdant lawn 


est evideminentP un cmpriint fait a Mantegna), ct la figure de Venus, 
d*un type non moins original ni moins grycieiix, bi^vere, et chaste* itialgre 
sa nudite* prouve invincibicinent que dcs imaginations chretiennes pou- 
vaient concevoir h l>eau, d'une naauiere indopendante, niomc en traitant 
des sujets {profanes. 

D?ns le second tableau, qui repr^Sj^nte une sortc de luttc entre bon 
eC le mauvais principe, le contiaste est encore plus frappant que duns 
le premier, ^ cause des Genies infernaux ct des Vices, dont les ligures 
bideiises sont inises cn opposition avec les figures celestes de la Foi, de 
rKspennee, ct de la Charitc. L’homme qui a ie phis vivement senti 
rttft chreticn tlaiis Ics temps modernes, ct qui portait dans ses jugeinents 
csthdtiques toute la candeur d’une belle ame jeintc aux lumieres d'uti 
beau genie* Frederic Schlegel, qui^isita le i.<ouvre dans le temps ou, 
par un brutal abus du droit de conquete, line multitude de chers-d\vii\re 
de toutes les ecoles Italicnnes y a"alent ete receminent nccuinules nu 
craignaitpas d'avouer, au risque de passer pour un barbare, (jue ces deux 
ouvrages aHegoriques de Mantegna etaient, dans cette immense collec¬ 
tion, tfeiix devant Icsquels il sarretait le plus souveiit et le plus long- 
temps (vor keincm Gemaldde, &c.); et le dernier .sulijugail telleiiicnt 
son imagination, par son sens profoiid et par son caractere graii liosc, que 
le seul digne eloge qii'il croyait pouvoir en fairc ifHait de le comparer 
avec les sublimes allegories de la Divlna Commedia du Dante. — ZJc la 
Pocsie chrctki^'iey Forme de VAit Ptbiture, jiar A. F, Uio, chap, x, 
p. 450. 
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encircling it, may image to the mind the glowing spring of 
poetry and imagination. « 

The colouring is almost glaring, and ^he figures, as may 
be anticipated from this master, simply and severfe. Yenus,' 
and a lew of the Muses, are incomparably, divinely beautiful. 
<jriuIio Romano, in his painting of the “ Muses Dancing,” has 
evidently borrowed from this picture oft Mantegna.* A bac¬ 
chante-like figure, with flowiVig hair, bounds forward in tlie 
lightest and most graceful attitude; and several of the more 
heroic muses, of whom we have only either a back or side 
view, are of majestic proportions. In the centre stands one, 
looking towards the spectator— a most glorious face, yet 
austere and melancholy ; indeed, we feel that a sorrowful ex¬ 
pression pervades every countenance in tfie picture. The 
allegory is simple, and easily understood, nor by any means 
so unusual as that in its companion piece. * 

In the latter f, holy women, armed or carrying-torches, 
and attended by angels, are represented driving the per¬ 
sonified vices Irefore them into a sea, which occijpies the 
foreground of the picture. On the left, we discover the 
Tree of Life, on the trunk of which is ^»int^ traced the 
resemblance of a female form. In the flouds, on the right 
side of the picture, are the*heathen virtues. Justice, Ckmrage, 
Temperance, returning agahi to earth. The action is cesi- 
fined to^ie shore of the sea before mentioned, amid shady 
walk# ^rrounding the Tree*of Life, and bowers througl^ 
which wc catch glimpses of the background; the same 
scene is there repeated and continued, representmg the de¬ 
formed vices, hunted and pursued by every purer existence. 
This allegory is by no means obscure. 

The principal ixirsonages are undoubtedly intended to re¬ 
present, under female forms, the priestesses of the good prin¬ 
ciple, Hope, Love, and the uprightness pf Christian faith ; 
that there should be among them many forms of exquisite 
beauty, is no more than we anticipate from this, master ; 
but the misshapen liideousness and fearful deforinify of 

• Sye note, ani^, p. 7. 

t t)n a scToU iiitaclied to a laurel on the right of the pictures a Latin 
legend, explaining the allegort, translated lii the French catalogue tor 
“ Decsses, cotnpagnes des veitus celestes, (jui revieuiient parini 
nous, chassez t-es inonstres degoutaiis:, peies des \iees. ” — Notejby 
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the beings personifying the different vices, is most surprising 
and remarkable. Many of them bear their names traced on 
their foreheads, as^'^Ignorance, Ingratitude, Indolence, &c.; ^ 

* the laft named is represented ■without arms, and so aie many 
other shapeless $prm 8 , thrown together, as it were, at ran¬ 
dom. The air is filled with evil spirits, winged childi'en withf^ 
bodies like bats, and other loathsome creatures. 1 cannot 
Ijetter describe the whole scen 6 than by comparing it to the 
allegorical descriptions of hell in Dante’s Inferno. Here we 
have palpable evidence of a master whose whole soul was 

* fraught with images of ideal beauty, yet intentionally de¬ 
picting ugliness when it became a necessary element of that 
strife b 0 t'\veeno the principles of good and evil, to exhibit 
which was the paramount design of the old masters. 

If we compare these works with the famous “ Madonna 
della Vittoria,”'by the same master, we are wonderfully struck 
w ith the beauty, gentleness, and benevolence of the latter. 
Indeed, so widely different are they in this respect, that they 
have been supposed to belong to different ejk>chs; the latter 
may possibly be an intentional imitation of the style of some 
young and gratjelul master; the former certainly more re¬ 
semble the bt’autifu^ manner of Bellini. 

A few general observations msiy be made on both these 
masters. How beautifully, whcii the allegory permits, does 
Mantegng multiply the reflection of the eternal harmonies 
in a thousand allegorical form^.of joy and rapture; and yet, 
when his subject demands it, imparts an intense expression 
of sad and bitter feeling, which, by its striking contrast with 
the fitf-mer, illustrates the strife between good and evil. The 
pjiintings of ‘Fra Bartolommeo are, in the strictest sense of 
the word, ecclesiastical paintings; and show clearly how', at 
a }»criod when the idea of religion was a living pi-incij>Ie in 
every heart, the inspiration of devotion alone sufficed to give 
success to the efforts of the painter. In later times, when 
religiouspmtiinents had ceased to have the same influence, the 
artist' was compelled to borrow other charms; and, no longer 
impressed with tl»e full power of his subject, found the con¬ 
straint of the theme, and the limits within which he was 
necessarily conflned, doubly irksome. I'lie coinposiUon fre¬ 
quently became, in consequence, either forced or trifling ; 
at the best, cold, both in design and execution. 



LETTER 1.J TITIAN. 

Some magnificent paintings bj Titian are* in the Grand 
Salon. The largest and most beautiful is No. 68. (San Pietro 
Martire); the subject, two holy men, Overtaken and mur¬ 
dered by robbers. Above them is a sipgle angel, holding in' 
his hand the martyr’s crown of palm. This^jainting owes its 
peculiar charm to the beauty of the sky and the landscape; 
and still more, perhaps, to the vivid impression of reality 
which it conveys. We seenf actually to gaze upon the scenp, 
and vrere such a landscape indeed b^ore our eyes, we should 
exclaim, “ How like a painting! What a picture I” 

Titian so seizes and depicts the human figure in his por- ‘ 
traits, that they seem starting into life, and h«ve a far nobler 
expression than* wc usually meet with in* the works of 
modern times. He undoubtedly stands albne in this style, 
for both Holbein and Leonardo have treated their portraits 
very differently. I am much inclined to edhsider this pre¬ 
dilection for what strike* tlie eye with a vivjd impression of ^ 
reality, as the peculiar characteristic of Titian’s style. You 
kuow how 1 once attempted to make Correggio’s manner more 
intelligible, by characterising him as a musical painter. How 
natural is it to suppose that the genius of*tyfierent arts may 
sometimes be disposed to unite in one, i^sociatTng and blend¬ 
ing in close affinity! We ^isb neither to praise nor blame this , 
too hastily ; enough that it» is so, and our endeavour shopld • 
therefore, be to discover and trace this peculiarity, ^nd above 
all things to employ its aid ip understanding the conceptions 
of the painter, and the expression he actually designed lo 
convey. Whether wc consider painters wlio havft what may 
be termed a musical expression, or others, whose ipanner 
partakes more of the character of sculpture, or eveOj^of 
architeeturo, 1 see no reason why, if a painter’s genius lead 
him to select one style in preference to others, he may not, 
witliout diverging into all the peculiai^ties of another art, 
so associate them with his own as to lieighten its expression 
by concentrating (he characteristic features of bo^h. 

To Titian, liowever, these remarks do but partiallympply; 
his inclination being ratlier for what most vividly strikes the 
eye, w-c may bestow u])on him the appellation of a theatrical 
or dramatic painter. But this intention ought cloarly to be 
understood, and every accessory notion, which might other¬ 
wise appear forced or unnaturally exaggerated, attributed to 
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this desire of tbringing the whole scene vividly before the 
imagination. The remark is certainly applicable to the later 
manner of this ma^Cer, and to the large picture before men- 
•tioned. Two paintings of the “ Madonna and Child,” (Nos. 
71 an(f 72.), of tlv8 old collection, belong unquestionably to an^ 
earlier period, and are, in my opinion, infinitely more pleas¬ 
ing. A “ DepositioK from the Cross,” in the Long Gallery 
(^^o. 941.), reminds me of the quick-handed Paul Veronese. 
Both the small paintings are far more serene, child-like, and 
modest, and not so theatrical as his later style. Reality here 
'appears to have been the painter’s chief aim, and though more 
lofty in conception as well as in treatment, it might, in this 
respect, be compared with the Flemish pictures of domestic 
life; in other pbints, however, it is widely different. A 
“ Crowning with Thorns,” in the Long Gallery (No. 940.), is 
painted in the ^me style, but with moi^ regard to effect. 

^ 1 have described these pictures here, being unwilling to 

break the connexion between them. I shall, howevei’, pass 
over the portraits mentioned in the catalogue of the Grand 
Salon, as well as the works of Raphael there exhibited, in 
order to treat of ;the whole in common. 

I have rentarked^.that many painters, c.specially amoiig 
those belonging to a later epoch of the old schools, decline 
, seq^ibly in idea and design, aWiough equally, or perhaps 
even mor 9 , successful in tlie mechanical portion of their art, 
and the command of materials. jStill, the vigour and stretigth 
of their conceptions, and the grace and liarmony of tlieir 
style, being sensibly impoverished and dimini.shed. the ori¬ 
ginal f^trength and purity of their genius can be recognised 
injtheir early compositions alone. This difference is in none 
more strikingly apparent than in Titian. 

In the apartment appropriated to painting.s intended to be 
repaired and restored, I found a beautiful work of Titian’s, 
in liis earliest manner, and on the same reduced scale as the 
before-mentioned Madonnas. Ihe subject is a landscape, 
with figures—naked women and a few men sitting on tlie 
ground, playing upon musical instruments. The execution 
is very fine, but the figures of the women are large—almost 
clumsy. I was here led to remark a very general peculiarity 
in this master; his pi'edilection lor glowing carnations, does 
not tend, like that of Correggio, to render the flesh more 
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transparent, and to diifuse throughout the wl^ole an expres¬ 
sion of voluptuous delight: he, rather seeks by the intensity, 
strength, and incomparable purity of his colouring, to fill and 
' satiate the eye. The aim at transparency, on the*contrary, • 
tends invariably to confuse the painter’! ide|i of true cblour- 
ing, and leads him to sully the original pure tint of the flesh 
by the intermixture of blue, red, or greqpish shadows. 

My opinion of Titian, though formed after the study of 
all these excellent works, would have been far from correct^ 
had I not learned a more just appreciation of his merits 
from a “ Head of Christ,” which has long hung in the Grand 
Salon, though it is not mamed in the catalogue. The co¬ 
louring of this head is so pure, so exquisite^ that it alone 
fully justifies all the eulogiums bestowed upon Titian. 

It is treated as a portrait, and for this reason, perhaps, 
too strongly marked with the Jewish character. Still, it is 
almost as severe in outlipe and expression as the Christ of 
Bellini, at Dresden; the penetrating black eyes especially. 
The head is in profile. The hand upraised to bless and dis¬ 
tinguished by the symbol of the Trinity, and the ‘soft halo 
round the head, remind us of the highest^nd holiest attri¬ 
butes of the God-man, of whom, indeed, thiS representation 
is in every respect most worthy. The cl^ar sky in the back¬ 
ground, the bold dark blup, and brilliant crimson of the 
mantle, the black hair and beard, and clear olive complexion, 
rendfy the whole a masterpiece of symbolic colourihg. 

Tliere arc many remarkable points in a “ Deposition froid 
the Cross,” by Andrea del Sarto, and two dramatic pictures, 
by the same master, from the story of Joseph. 

I call them dramatic pictures,^because, as is frequency the 
case with the old masters, each represents many dificrent 
periods of the same history, so that the same j)ersonages are 
presented to our view, perhaps four or five times, in various 
scenes and situations. The subjects ari^ all, however, on a 
small scale, and the figures in the background, though 
somewhat lessened in propoi'tions, differ very little*fro*i the 
others. 

A picture by Palma Vecchio (No. 43.), is incomparably 
more charming, and displays far greater depth of imagination. 
The subject is a shepherd praying to the infant Christ. It 
is impossible to describe the vivid impression of truth and 
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reality given H^y the figure of this shepherd. He is all sup¬ 
plication, devotion, and fervoj^r. His dress remarkably poor 
and simple, but tha countenance noble beyond expression. 

• A splendid paihting by Griulio Romano, “ The Circum- * 
cision'of the Infant Christ” (No. 25.), attracted my attention, 
and seems worthy of notice. 

A throng of mcn,^any of them distinguished by personal 
beauty, and all joyous, or at least calm and happy, are assem¬ 
bled in a richly adorned and splendid temple. I doubt 
whether the severer taste of tlie early masters would have 
approved the choice of such an assemblage on such an occa¬ 
sion. But thc^peculiar bias of thesfc Romish painters, I mean 
the predilecticjin for heathen pomp and splendour which so 
absolutely govewied their lofty imaginations, is in this paint¬ 
ing beautifully and effectively exemplified. I trace the same 
character, though more resplendent in its triumi>hant fulness 
of life and jo^ in the cartoons for^tapestry, exhibited in the 
Salon of Designs, and a very close resemblance also in the 
tapestry after Raphael, which w^e have ro often studied 
together' at Dresden. Tapestry, from the same designs, is, 
as you know, het^e also, in the Church of 8t. Roch, which 
was hung wkh'it on the festival of that saint, but 1 saw it 
for so short a time that I cannot w;nture to give any descrip¬ 
tion of it. Tapestries similar to j^ll those we have at Dresden, 
are to be seen here; in some jiarts far better rendered, in 
some, however, far worse: besides these, there are sviveral 
here exhibited not now in exfstence there, all treated in the 
same manner, but not all equally beautiful. Did not both 
Raphael and Giulio Romano draw their inspiration from the 
same source ? or rather, as the master may occasionally have 
allowed himself intentionally to imitate the manner of his 
pupil, so the highest praise we can a'^ ard to the most suc¬ 
cessful efforts of Giulio Romano’s genius is, that we recognise 
in them the style and character of his master. 

This appears to agree with the known character of Raphael, 
who*, with surprising versatility, united in his compositions 
the most opposite styles and manners; while by a beauty of 
form, a delicious grace and inspiration, peculiar to hirasell', 
he endowed them with new and unwonted charms of soul 
and expression. This remark applies equally to the very 
earliest epoch in his paintings, at which time they are scarcely 
to be distinguished from those of his master Perugino, and 
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to the later, when he was in some measure influenced by 
the dangerous example of Michelangelo. '!4 predilection 
for the abundant life and rndgniflceuce^of the old heathen 
times, which Giulio Romano frequently •seeks to ^introduce 
into the representation of Christian events, is, in this'point- 
ing, strikingly apparent, both in the group’ surrounding tlie 
infant Christ, and the gorgeous temple in which the scene 
is laid. I think also that I recognise* the same inclination 
in the “ Holy Family ” (No. 36.): indeed, my own leelings 
and impressions would leave me no doubt as to the painter, 
even were there not other and historical grounds which have 
induced critics to assign <ithe picture (as is mentioned in the 
catalogue) to Raphael or one of his scholars. * 

In describing Ibe paintijigs in the Long Galleiy, I shall 
no longer mention each one singly, as I have hitherto done, 
but, to avoid wearying and confusing you with a multitude 
of unconnected descriptions, arrange all under a few general 
heads; as, for example, flic master, the styl^, the school, or 
nation, to whiqh they belong: or by some other general 
points of resemblance- • 

I begin with Correggio, whose paintings^ it cost me a long 
and earnest study to comprehend. Even ^tliis^lifficul^ may 
in itself have proved an,additional atfi'jiction, for I must 
acknowledge that I have always felt a peculiar preference for 
his works, and that, under certain restrictions, 1 am dispoe/&d 
to cqpsitler him entitled to a very high rank among the 
masters of Ins time. I airf aware that many intelligent 
artists, educated in Rome, arc of a different opinion, and 
hlamc this master not a little, because his compositions do 
not harmonise with their ideas of correctness of design and 
ideal forms. 1 should attach more importance to thefr 
opinion, had I not observed that the critics themselves 
rarely penetrate the whole deep meaning of the painter; 
nay, arc frequently quite ignorant of it, 4iaviiig never given 
themselves time to examine his w orks in connexion. I must 
first insist on his being studied and understood? thg rest 
will soon follow. And it ought to be easy, since these designs 
are most deeply imbued with what constitutes the vital spirit, 
the predominant idea of the old Italian schools: y^t, on the 
contrary, designs and forms, correct and nobledn their appro¬ 
priate application and connexion, are, by merely superficial 
observers, made the grounds for censureof this great master. 
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It must, in tjie first place, be remepibered that it is impos¬ 
sible to comprehend Correggio’-s paintings, except in their 
mutual rdation and connexicm; many of them reciprocally 
• explaining each othhr, and some even bearing direct reference 
to others among |iis compositions. 

In the Dresden Gallery the finest works of this master are 
collected, and it conaipquently becomes comparatively easy to 
study and comprehend him; yet the treasures of the Pari¬ 
sian Museum afford a rich supplement to.those at Dresden, 
and the examination of them has confirmed me beyond all 
doubt in the opinions which I had there formed and believed 
to be correct. , * 

Correggio has not only, like Leonardo,^ given to all his 
countenances the same delicious smile, he* frequently even 
repeats the same entire countenance in different paintings, 
which cannot fail to be recognised, and even to startle us by 
tli(! strongest marks of identity. JThis is the case in the 
“ Martyrdom of St. Placidio and Santa Flavia” (No. 758.). 
The countenance of the latter is precisely similar to that of 
the old ntan in the celebrated “ Notte,”* although he is un¬ 
doubtedly ugly lather than beautiful. The angel in the 
“ Repose,” or<<lfe “ Flight into Egypt” (No. 754.), closely re¬ 
sembles one of thd^e by the siife of the Madonna, in the 
“ St. Sebastian” at Dresden. In CNo. 75G.) the “Marriage of 
S^. Katherine and the Infant Christ,” the countenance of that 
saint, and also that of the ISIagdalene in the “ St. Jerome” 
(JNo. 753.), remind us of the Madonna in the “ St, George" 
at Dresden, who smiles so delightfully, and almost gaily ; not 
to mention many other instances in which, tliough the re- 
sernbfanee may not be quite so vivid, we tnacc such an un¬ 
doubted similarity of outline, that they may justly be com- 
])ared to musical variations on one same melody or theme. 
You will find at Dresden many pictures which fully justify 
my assertion, thouj^h, in a distant country, and after so long 
an absence, 1 cannot venture to particularise them, 

Af there are poets whose poems are evidently linked one 
witli another, and which, notwithstanding the grcate.st va¬ 
riety of outward form and materials, yet betray an inten¬ 
tional relation to each other, so that all appear designed to 

• La Nativitc de Notre Seigneur ou TAdoration des Bergers. Gal. 
de Dresdc; Catalogue 1782. 



LETTER I.] 

V 


' COREEfifllO. 



work out the same prindpleSr and might even* be eonaidered 
as forming only one poem J ah ^hey continually present to 
, us, in varied situations, ^e same few characters, ^hich are • 
all marked by a strong family resemblance, and seem less to 
unfold the riches of their poetio. fancy in the theme* which 
is often very simple,' than in their numerous variations on 
it; — so it is with the paintings of CorJe^io. His figures 
are to him what, melody is to th^ musician, who, by the* 
simplest chorda, unlocks a world of deep ahd thrilling melody. . 
Yet, however narrow n»ay t»e the circle of his images, how¬ 
ever uniform the manner pf their treatment, they never fail 
to communicate to the imagination such afJ overflowing 
abundance of feelhig and thought, as genius hlone has the 
power to awaken. 

The figures and grouping, wliich, other painters often 
make their chief object, are to Correggio only the means to 
bo employed in conveyin^the intention of thrf whole ; they 
are the leading ^harmonies of the strain, — the words or 
syllables of the poem. His paintings are all allegorical, or, 
if this term seem too vague, too undefineAto be applied to 
hi.s varied compo.sitions, I should rather say thai allegory is 
the vital principle, the clyxractcristic fixture of all: and 
truly one kind of allegory alone pervades tlie whole, the 
object of wliich is to portray llie strife and combat between 
the principles of good and evil. We cannot, thereforb, com¬ 
pare ilTwith that commonplace flilegory which is embodied in * 
the designs and inculcated in the works of modern painters; 
that sort of allcgorj'-, I mean (if, indeed, it be worthy of the 
name), which, far from opening to the mind revealings of*the 
eternal and invisible, merely presents to the senses abstract, 
and at the .same tira<‘ contracted, and precise ideas, under the 
garb of .symbols or liieroglyphics. You will at once per¬ 
ceive that it is not to such allegory as this <hat my observa- 
tion.s can apply. 

The most striking instance of allegorical design ft tojbe 
found in the famous “ Notteand by considering the com¬ 
position under this liglit, we are enabled to understand the 
intention of some peculiarities in it, which must otherwise 
excite the greatest surprise; I mean the fact that a painter 
who loves and luxuriates in objects of beauty and delight, 
should nevertheless have imagined and portrayed forms so 
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hideous as th^e of the old man and the aged shepherd, in 
the left foregroun<i of that pifcture; but he wished to attract 

• all eyes Jo the blessed child born I’or the salvation of man-, 
kind,* and shining whh pure and holy light on the darkness 
of a ruined woAd. In order the more forcibly to work out 
this idea, the single ray of light which illumines the picture, 
is made to emanate" from the J)ody of the Saviour ; nor is it 
’thus introduced without profound thought and meditation, 
and with a far higher design in view than merely to excite 
astonishment and admiration of the painter’s wonderful skill 
in the management of lights and ^chiaroscuro. Considering 
the subject in this point of view, what could be more finely 
imagined, thhn instead of leaving the glory of the divine 
appearance to be reflected back by the beauty and radiance 
of a few lovojy and joyous forms alone, to call to mind the 
guilt and darkness of this degraded and ruined earthly world, 
and its deep *heed of a redeeming^ light, by contrasting that 
glorious beauty with other and earthborn images of pain and 
sufi’ering ? And we cannot but extol the just judgment which 
prompted him tf.ven to exaggerate these features beyond 
their ordinary degree. This has evidently been tl|e chief 
design and objeef of the painter; but it may well be diffi¬ 
cult for those, in w’hose hearts tlie idea of religion is so 
‘strange a guest, that they hav6 never thought of summoning 
her to* the assistance of their fancy, to unravel and enter 

•• into the designs of the old masters. Every idea expressed 
in the celebrated “ Notte” of Correggio, is most harmonious 
and natural, and can scarcely fail to lead the mind above, 
whhre tlie countenance of Christ shines in glorious beauty 

* over all. The design and intention in the two large altar- 
pieces at Dresden, the “ St. George ” and the “St. Sebastian,” 
wander much further from the usual track of Correggio’s 
compositions. In the first, the blessed Virgin wears an 
expression of loveliness and benevolence which seems almost 
cl^ildlikein its simple truth. All in the glowing heaven speaks 
of joy, gladness, and brightness; for this reason the land¬ 
scape and the colouring are both so brilliant and transparent, 
and fpr the same reason, probably, the picture is encircled 
by glowing fruits and wreaths of the loveliest flowers. In this 
painting an ai'tist may discover the true value and appro- 
priat& employment of flower-pieces, which, when torn from 
their place as harmonious elements in the organisation and 
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combination of some grand composition, lose all signification, 
and appear but an inferior brbnch of art. The attempt to 
^ form a separate work out of materials which are really valua¬ 
ble only when, by judicious associatioif, they heighten the 
effect of a perfect composition, must infallibty rob them both 
of dignity and signification. The most charming features 
in the “ St. George,” are, the jjody of tRe child in the fore¬ 
ground, the smile of Mary, and tne heavenly countenance 
of St. John. Here, again, we trace a similitude to that 
chord in music which forms the basis of a melody. It can¬ 
not be denied that Correggio, as a painter, abounds with ex¬ 
quisite touches, and though even these may,*to prejudiced 
minds, appear to* afford grounds for censyrR rather than 
commendation, yet I am well convinced that they intrinsically 
belong to the before-mentioned peculiarities of^ his style ; I 
mean, the musical arrangement of his ideas and his predilec¬ 
tion for allegory. And farther, these brilliant touches, far 
from being on any occasion introduced by hazard, are, on the 
contrary, deeply considered, and not merely the offspring of a 
love of beauty and beautiful forms, but ar« each the work¬ 
ing out of some principle, heightening andinaking more in¬ 
telligible the deep individual feeling of tl*e whole. Joyous, 
and beaming with benevolent affection, fis is this picture of 
Corregffio’s, even here, both In the bodv of St. George ancf 
in other parts of the picture, we trace the influence t)f that 
idea, which either palpably ppoverns, or at least is dimly * 
shadowed forth in every composition of this great ro;ister, — 
the setting forth in most striking colours the struggle and 
conflict between the powers of good and evil. It is frue 
that we are not liere, as in the “Notte,” startled by"* 
the fearfid contrast between heavenly light and beauty on 
the one hand, and the darkest deformity on the other; every 
feature of the latter is, on the contrary, softened and almost 
subdued; the evil principle seems almost overpowered, and 
the good triumphantly ascendant. This contrast i# miich 
more apparent in the “ St. Sebastian,” in which the mother 
of (Jod, as if the glory surrounding her were intended to sug¬ 
gest a com{)arison with her own, is represented the 
shining beams of tbe sun, like a scriptural symbol of the 
true faith of eternal love : and why should it be questioned 
that the painter, considering darkness and light as au- 
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tliorized emblems of good and evil, expressed the existence 
of the former by aobing each countenance in light, its ap- 
• propriat^ scriptural and ecclesiastical symbol.* 

Wk trace so remfirkable an affinity between each of the 
three large chutch paintings of Correggio, that to assign 
them to very distant periods of time, or to separate them 
from the great body of jgointipgs just noticed, I can hardly 
‘think to be correct; for, notwithstanding the diversity of 
their subjects, the same peculiar characteristics run through 
them all, and, like different parts or cantos of the same poem, 
they are perfect in signification and beauty only when com¬ 
bined. In ^ct, these three pictures, the “Notte,” “St. 
George,” and “.St. Sebastian,” may each be called the key to 
some peculiarity in Correggio’s second manner. The divine 
painting at Lb'esden, which represents St. John the Baptist 


and the blessed St Francis, belongs unquestionably to an 

t c 
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• There is no subject in which the contrast between light and darkness, 
and the influence of the good and evil principle, <4»n bo so expres.sively 
brought forward as in that of the “ Last Judgment,” where the fiend*like 
rage and despair of,'the accursed on the one side, and the heavenly ra¬ 
diance of the c!A^sscd on the other, afli^rd full scope for develqping the 
most powerful olcmciA^ of this conflict. 

This subject has, therefore, been from the earliest period a favourite 
•ft’ith the old masters, and is one of the most irequent primitive repre- 
sentatioijis of Christian art- 

Long before Miclielangelo’si gigantic representation of the Day of 
^ Judgment” threw his contemporaries, and the world of art itself, into 
astonishment, the meditative Angelico, in the modest infancy of the art, 
had in several of his little pictures attempted to depict the judgment of 
the Lord in his own pious manner, and within the narrow limits of a few 
« square feet: and though the figures of the damned give evidence, tliat to 
represent these successfully did not lie within the sphere of his genius, yet^ 
in the choirs of the blessed, on the contrary, a most heavenly imagination 
is discoverable, whether wc see them, as most commonly represented, 
forming groups witfj the angels, or in their reunion with those loved 
ones from whom they had on carte been separated. 

The expression of the Redeemer countenance, also, is incomparably 
mote correct than in the same subject as designed by the later and greater 
master, Michelangelo, who too often allows himself to be betrayed into a 
theatrical style and expression. The legend of Cyril and Methodius 
sufficiejjtly proves the antiquity of this subject in the Christian w'orld. 
Being engaged in an attempt to convert tlic King of Bulgaria and other 
Sclavonian nations of that country, they are said to have employed a 
painting of the Last Judgment, in order t!ie more clearly to exhibit to 
these p?»gan nations “the heavenly rewards of the good, and the eternal 
damnation of the wicked. 
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earlier period, and deserves to be mentioned before any of 

this master’s compositions — at least, in his later manner_ 

and more nearly approaches the style o^, the early masters. 
Each of the three paintings I have named, indicates.some 
peculiarity of Correggio's manner, and the •Musee at Paris 
affords a rich illustration of this opinion. 

The pictures which first attracted mymotice in this collec¬ 
tion are two, of small dimensions,•and in them the strong 
contrasts with which Correggio is usually reproached are 
scarcely perceptible; the first picture representing simple 
happiness in its most ravliant form, and the second an un¬ 
paralleled excess of misery. The subject of itie first, is the 
“ Marriage of St. Katherine to the Infant Jesus.” Behind the 
saint stands St. Sebastian, liis countenance'turned directly 
towards the spectator, and radiant with joy. Little more can 
be said of this picture, in which the smiling grace for which 
Correggio is so remarkable, is exalted and refined into almost 
unsullied beauty. A group of small figures is just discernible 
in the background, and, from the subject, it appears designed 
to represent the martyrdom of St. Sebastiai^ while a similar 
group, still more difficult to decipher, is proh^ly intended 
for that of St. Katherine ; but the background m this picture 
is so dark, that it is difficult, without the closest inspection, 
to distinguish either group.» This picture, though a lialt^ 
length only, is one of the most generally admired of all Cor- 
reggiois compositions; its brigljt, cloudless beauty attracting » 
the attention even of those who cannot enter into the deeper 
intention of this master’s designs. In my opinion, however, 
the second painting is by far the most profoundly imagified. 
The subject is a “ Deposition from the Cross,” and it has* 
been much censured, both by artists and tlie public, who, 
though guided by feeling and impulse alone, yet frequently 
form correct opinions. It is alleged that t^p figures forming 
tlie group assembled round our Saviour’s body, are, many of 
tht'm, decidedly ugly, and others, though noble in form, are 
placed in unquestionably awkward attitudes. But sui%ly 
tills objection is most superficial. How can the agony of 
intense grief be otherwise or more appropriately expressed ? 
And is not such grief as the painter here designed to 
portray far beyond any sorrow we have ever known ? If he 
strips the mouraers of all that beauty with which might 
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so easily have invested them, it is only because, in his wisdom, 
he sees fit to lavish all on the body of the Redeemer. Many 
of those whom I have led to study this picture, though at first ^ 
sightjshohked, and almost appalled, have been obliged to con¬ 
fess that the body of the Redeemer is unspeakably lovely — 
indeed, it could scarcely have been renderbd more so ; still it is 
but a corpse — a corpse both in form and position; instinct, 
nevertheless, with beauty and' melancholy grace — a living 
picture of death in its loveliest form. Is there not far more 
truth and ideality in a conception such as this, than in the 
ordinary practice of painters, who. while the body of Christ 
becomes beneath their hand an object of horror, and even 
aversion, contrast with it some kneeling Magdalene, graceful 
and beautiful in'”her softly flowing tears, yet on whose fea¬ 
tures tlie pan^ of anguish, the real bitterness of grief, has 
left no trace ? Even Andrea del Sarto’s design on the same 
subject appews, by its side, superfieial and commonplace. It 
were scarcely just, however, to follow up this comparison to 
the disa/lvantage of so meritorious a paintdr as Andrea: for 
the one true idea of the subject has been so completely appro¬ 
priated and ^ve4oped by Correggio, that every otlier con¬ 
ception mustbe regarded with indifference, if not with dis¬ 
satisfaction. ' 

^ Two other church pictures, «by the same master, here ex- 
hibited,r afford much scope for reflection, especially the 
, “ Ri'posc,”* in the “ Flight,into Egypt.” The moblier is, 
witli a shell, dipping water from a gushing spring; the father 
gathering fruit from a palm tree; for which the child, or 
rather boy, extends his hand, though at the same time wait¬ 
ing to drink from the shell held by his mother : his hand 
raised, as in the act of blessing, displays the usual symbol 
of the Trinity. 

The clouds in t^ils picture have been censured as too heavy 
and mas.'iive; yet, their being so, is doubtless the intention 
of the piiinter. Amid the branches of the tree from which 
tlirffather is gathering fruit, angels are hovering; and the 
clustering leaves and stems, thick and interwoven, blend with 
the heavy clouds, and thus crowd the upper part of the pic¬ 
ture, w’hich appears enclosed as if in a frame. Although it 
cannot be doubted that the painter had some design in this 
disposition, the result of my meditations on the subject is not 

* Madusna della Scodella. Now in the gallery of Parma. 
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eufficicntly sutisfactory to allow me to attempt &n explana^ 
tion. The indecision expressed in the countenance of the 
« child, ns he hesitates whether to accept ^fst the fruit or the 
water about to be offered him, and tha introductidn <jf the 
symbol of the Trinity, are so much the nsore remarkable, 
because not seen in the original sketch of this composition, 
which is preserved in the Salon of Designs, and in which I 
observed several other variations: the child in the first 
design appears much older, and more formed. 

There are two other small paintings, in water-colours, by 
the same master (Nos. 64« and 646.): one represents the 
“ Triumph of Virtue,” the wicked lying bound beneath her 
feet,' while an attendant spirit places a crown upon her head. 
On the right of these figures (the spectators left), are seen 
the heathen virtues, Justice, Courage, and others, with their 
attributes; opposite to them is a heavenly figfire, leaning on 
the globe, and pointing t# a spot which is illuqinned by a ray 
from above, seeming to indicate that there the light of the 
world, the IIoly*Cliild Jesus, was bom. Under t^jc globe, 
and at the feet of Virtue, lies a beast with the head of a dog, 
or, perhaps, a wolf; it has fins and scales lik^ a fish, and in 
parts resembles various other animals. jJ’he ^sture of this 
beast, and the grouping of the whole, is wonderfully incor¬ 
rect and confused, and the drapery, moreover, of the reclii>« 
ing figure, seems so disposed us intentionally to increase the 
confusion; a part of the strangely-formed animal below i^ 
hidden by, or rather seems absorbed into, the circumference 
of the globe itself. It would be scarcely possible* for me to 
make my description of this picture more intelligible* tlian 
the composition itself. None of the many artists and coiv 
noisseurs whom I have led to examine it, have ever succeeded 
in unravelling its apparent confusion, or deciphering its 
meaning ; yet I think we may conclude, jvithout any undue 
deference to this enlightened master, that even tliis confusion 
has its design, and is in some way indicative of the;struggle 
between ■virtue and vice. « 

I now return to the church pictures. The most striking 
feature in the St. Jerome*, is the loveliness of the Magda- 

^ “II Giomo.*' Now in the gallery of Parma. It is called “the 
Day’** ill oppobitiun to the famous “ Notte or the Night;*' the St. Jerome 
being as remarkable for its joyous brightness. as the “Np^te’* is for 
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kne. She is ‘represented bending forward to kiss the foot 
of the holy child, and her lips, her soft round cheek, and 
flowing hair, in % kich the child’s little hand is half hidden, , 
form a nabst exquisit* picture : nothing, indeed, can be con¬ 
ceived more pui^ and fascinating than the love, tenderness, 
and devotion which invest this beautiful figure. 

Another painting—the Antiope — contrasts strikingly 
with the former, and affords an* example of the more glowing 
and eai-tlily character of Correggio’s second manner: it is 
the only composition on a mythological subject here ex¬ 
hibited. We remark a striking difference in the treatment 
of this picture and in those drawn from Christian subjects; 
in-the latter, even when designed to exhibit earthly beauty 
and laughing loveliness, both are fre<juently veiled and al¬ 
most hidden, in order the better to harmonise with the 
general design of the allegory. It was, however, so com¬ 
pletely the cltaracter of Correggi(fs genius to embody the 
governing principle of whatever subject he selected, that 
in this iqythological composition, his manned is entirely dif¬ 
ferent. We hav^ no reason to suppose hia researches into 
ancient lore tjj,have been more profound than those of bis 
contemporaries, and he therefore discovered no higher ob¬ 
ject in the voluptuous fables of tftc ancients than tlie repre- 
■- mentation of natural beauty in%ll its unveiled luxuriance. 
Consequently he depicts his Antiope as a lovely woman, 
lying in smiling slumber, dazzling the eyes of the beholder 
with the ioy-intoxicating spectacle of her growing charms; 
at her feet is a sleeping Cupid. 

It ts very difficult to obtain a good view of this picture, 
and, after various trials, I am convinced that it requires to 
be hung so low as to be, at least, on a level with the eye— 
perhaps even lower. 

We know that Correggio was remarkably happy in design¬ 
ing his church pictures in such a manner that their efiect is 
heightened by being looked at from below; and it is not 
impcfesible that the Antiope may have been designed with a 
contrar}' intention; perhaps at the desire of some rich pa¬ 
tron, who wished it fitted for a particular place or destina¬ 
tion in lus house. 

gloom. K'ugler mys, p. .M5., “ The pure light of day is diffused over 
the picture; the figures seem surrounded as it were by ethereal light.” 
Kiigler calls it “,St. Jerome, or the Day." 
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I must at length bid adieu to Correggio, oil whom I have 
dwelt so long and assiduously,•not because 1 consider him a 
^ model of correctness, but hoping, from hi» example, to prove 
both to artists and amateurs that the conceptions an’^ manner 
of the old masters differ so widely from our l>wn as to a*ender 
it impossible to form an opinion of their merit by compa¬ 
rison with our established notions o^ ideal and antique 
beauty. I now proceed to notice anotlier order of pninterst 
whom I may style the heroic artists of their times, not only 
from the severe and antique character of their genius, but 
more still from the pi’ofundity of their designs, the univer¬ 
sality and unoarthlinesa of their expression; ffleir colouring 
combining with the whole in musical and celestial harmony, 
communicates to the gazer’s heart a rapturous sensation, yet 
tempered and subdued into the most soothing tranquillity. 
Their genius has thus created for them an enduring monu¬ 
ment, in which the noblest efforts of creative* art and the 
loftiest ideas are united in surpassing grace and symmetry, 
while the lavish’Viclmess and triumphant luxuriance of the 
existence they depict, fill the eye and hegrt with wonder 
and delight. • • ^ 

I shall first notice Leonardo da Vinci,whose manner apr 
proximates so nearly to that*of Correggio, lhat the considera¬ 
tion of their respective compositions is alone sufficient tVsT* 
induce the belief that Correggio probably studied with and 
after Leonardo. « t 

Indeed, both are equally severe in their outlines^ the go¬ 
verning idea of strife between the good and evil principle is 
in both equally apparent, and the development of «ach 
individual portion of the design as subjectively* true : thtf 

* In considering the productions of human genius, the Germans 
always carefully distinguish between the objects or materials on which the 
mind works, and the tnanifestatiun of the individual ijpind in treating them. 
Hie general term “object'* for the first, would be intelligible enough in 
nur language ; on tiie other hand, the word subject, which the ^Germans 
restrict to the ohsirver, to the individual^ is lc.<ts appropriate in English 
without some explanation. In the Gorman sense the subject is the human 
being, the object all that is without him. When the tone or tendencies 
of the individual mind verv perceptibly modify the nature of Jthe ma¬ 
terials with which it has to deal, this is called a subjective mode of con- 
cej)tion or treatment. When, on the other hand, tlie character of the 
individual is comparatively passive, and that of the object chiefly appa¬ 
rent, this is called an objective mode. — Note to KHgltr, vol. i. {or Book 
iii. '), p. 41., Translation. 
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very smile, infieed, which is so characteristic of Correggio, 
appears in every countenance of Leonardo, while all are 
, marked 1^ tlJfe same strong resemblance, till the effect, in 
some •insfances, is almost monotonous; like a poet who, to 
each individual In the narrow circle of characters which he 
describes, imparts some striking similarity of mind or feel¬ 
ing. It may be TVOrthy of remark, that the portrait of 
Zieonardo himself (No. 170.), in the Salon of Designs, has the 
very some features which we recognise in so many of his 
compositions : the same half-closed eyes and the character¬ 
istic smile upon the lips. 

Tt is a still hiore remoi’kable fact, that the same uniformity 
is observable hi the paintings of his scholars, especially the 
Luini, —and what master ever formed scholars more closely 
resembling, oj more worthy of himself, than these? Cor¬ 
reggio also considered the lovely expression of a pure 
rejoicing souW—which, like a strain of music, breathes from 
all Leonardo’s portraits—a vital element of the art; an opinion 
which he may perhaps have imbibed uftconsciously, but 
which eventually became no less the base and principle of 
his painting^arf if originating in an individual peculiarity. 
In no picture is this manner more strikingly evident than in 
the “Holy Family” of Leonardo. The infant St. John 
' “llolds a lamb, and the Saviouf is stretching forth his hand 
to take* a pair of scales offered by St. Michael, who is re- 
♦presented kneeling before Wm, robed in vrhite gawnents. 
The face of the blessed Virgin might, with little or no 
alteration, be taken for that of a youthful Christ, as that of 
the Saviour in the Temple,” * by the same roaster, seems 
Equally fitted for a Madonna. The painter appears to have 
formed his ideal of the Divinity as combining in one form 
the closest possible union between serious womanhood and 
masculine adoleso^snce. 

I say his ideal, for what can be more properly called ideality 
than the harmonious combination of opposite and distinct 
eleSients ? The mere perfection of contour and proportion 
in a half-length, which even in sculpture afford a negative 
clue to individual beauty, and which it is scarcely possible to 
generalise in painting, is not what I would be understood to 
mean by this expression. Leonardo appears to me to have 
« « 

* ** Chrbt sgrguing with the Pharisees,” in the National Galleiy. 
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formed a mucli grander and far more noble conception of the 
mother of God, in a little halS-length, smaller than life*6ize 
• (No. 922.), which, from its perfect execution, may well de¬ 
serve to hold the first place in our summary. In ft ne see 
blended the colouring of Correggio and hisf softness in the 
treatment of lights and shadows, with the individual deci¬ 
sion and accuracy which characterise tlw serious Florentine. 

It contains only two figures, the mother and child; and 
tlibugh under the size of life, no colossal painting could pos¬ 
sibly be more grand in design or more powerful in execu¬ 
tion. The head and lofty brow of the Madonna are stamped 
with God-like majesty; yet, as she bends forvrtird in earnest 
beauty, gazing fondly on her child, we mi^ht compare her 
to some lofty rock, dispensing its friendly shade in calm con¬ 
sciousness of power; the abundance of her waving tresses 
flowing down stream-like on all sides, and* covering her 
shoulders, harmonises completely with thi.s ide^u The bosom 
is partially visible above the drapery. The mother’s atti¬ 
tude, and the |ibsition of the child on her knees* is most 
artistic and picturesque. The painter has,^indeed, produced 
a rare combination of power and loveliness.^ The back¬ 
ground represents the calm surface of 4he sea, motionless 
and uniform, with a hill'or town in the distance, rising 
gently above the waves. fThe infant Christ has in hi*-* 
hand a tiny cross, on which he seems to gaze with affec¬ 
tion ; yet is he com])letely a cjiild, and I even fancy I hav^ 
noticed in children the same calm, meditative expression. 
The stem of the cross alone breaks the calm monotony of the 
background, the most remarkable feature in which, is its 
complete repose and tranquillity. The idea of the holy child 
appears to me strikingly correct and true. I have never 
seen any composition in which it is so completely and beau¬ 
tifully embodied. In llaphaers fine picture at Dresden the 
infant Christ is certainly beautiful, nay divine; yet might 
his divinity as well belong to sonic pagan god, an infant 
Jupiter for instance, as the blessed Jesus. In the “ Maddnna 
della Sedia,” also, we have a hero*boy, though as such won¬ 
derfully beautiful, it is true, in quiet consciousness of power, 
yet nestling with childlike fondness near his mother, and 
playing with his feet. 

This little picture of Leonardo’s may cpnvince thq painter 
that quiet majesty of thought and expression, impart colossal 
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grandeur of odtline even to paintings of the smallest dimen¬ 
sions. * 

I know not whether I have succeeded in imparting to you « 
a justiidea of the beanties of this composition ; yet were I to 
attempt a more %nlarged description, I should, I fear, be led 
to clothe my ideas in the garb and language of poetry; yet I 
know not whether this would not in many instances be the 
best and most natural method of describing any peculiqxly 
beautiful painting or other work of art. For surely whatever 
seizes the imagination and leaves a powerful impression on 
the mind, may claim kindred witlj that wonderful organisa¬ 
tion which w^terni poetical; and whether our thoughts be 
awakened, and our hearts touched, by the »simple represent¬ 
ation of outward forms, the melody of verse, or the more 
thrilling char^ of music, is not the moving principle the 
same ? It is true the outward form alone is comparatively 
immaterial, tke mind readily accommodating itself to ima¬ 
ginary circumstances, and the necessary details connected with 
them, which are presented to the eye; and when familiarised 
with the general^outline, we seek chiefly to realise the full 
force of the i^ga fliey are intended to convey, a perfect con¬ 
ception of the painter’s meaning, unencumbered by any ma¬ 
terial medium, breaks upon the m*ind, and the whole picture, 
•HB if vivified by our intense cflntemplation, starts into life 
under a new and varied aspect. 

• A “ Holy Family” by Luini ^No. 860.), and an “ Hertidias” 
by Solari (No. 896.), both the works of pupils of Leonardo, 
are very excellent; being not only designed and treated in 
his manner, but finished with all his peculiar distinctness and 
precision. The “ Herodias ” far surpasses that at Dresden, 
which must be attributed to one of Leonardo’s least merito¬ 
rious scholars; but the “ Holy Family" far excels it in beauty, 
aud some touches ^n it would not shame even the master’s 
hand. 

It is thus that the high-souled master, instead of exhaust¬ 
ing the power of his genius in isolated works, however dili¬ 
gently studied and appropriately handled, perpetuates his 
memory^ by the formation of a school, which shall bequeath to 
posterity the nature and principles of his peculiar style. 
And while this impenetrable exterior may often conceal a 
nature sensitive even to wilfulness, a heart alive to the most 
delicate feelings, so when once it breaks through its outward 
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apparent coldness and formality, it affects us *the more seri¬ 
ously and strongly. From tlus cause arises, as I apprehend, 
the beautiful sensibility, the strong inclination to the mourn¬ 
ful and pathetic, which characterises the works df the old ' 
masters. 1 even imagine that I recognise Ihis now perhaps 
forgotten feeling, in Leonardo's preference for one peculiar 
character of landscape in his backgrounds. He usually 
s^cts a sea-piece, with roc^s or cliffs; the former some^ 
times calm, and the shore rounded and uniform, and at 
others tempestuous and stormy, and the shore rugged and 
precipitous, but earth and sky always seeming to blend in 
the distant horizon. A landscape of this d^ription will 
generally inspire a feeling of soothing melancholy, or at least 
incline the mind to tranquil silent meditation. In the picture 
we are now considering, the distant ocean is seen through an 
opening in the cliffs near the kneeling figure of St. Miql^el. 

There is a similar background in another ^picture in the 
Grand Salon (No. .37.), which represents the Virgin seated on 
the lap of St. Afina; with this last, however, 1 wasjjut little 
pleased: the same remark applies to two portraits by this 
master here exhibited. I should observe, wiat^here are here 
too few paintings, actutdly from his hauda to permit any ana¬ 
lysis of his different manners, or to elucidate the history and 
progress of liis style, * 

The Musee Parisienne is so rich in excellent, or to say the 
least, dn very meritorious portraits, that 1 am naturally led* 
to make some general observations on that particular branch 
of the art, notwithstanding that the small size of tlie pictures 
and the contracted nature of the subject leaves less scope for 
genius and originality in this than any other style. My 
observations on the numerous excellent portraits by Leonardo, 
Ilapliael, Titian, and Holbein, will be comprehended under 
one general head, and illustrated by ex;{|.mplcs from their 
several compositions of the various manners of treatment 
which they have respectively practised. That of Titian 
appears to me the most simply true to nature, though he fises 
rather above the bare representation, which is all that is ab¬ 
solutely required of this style. lie aims at exact fidelity to 
nature, combined with picturesque attitudes and situations; 
and thi.s appears to be the main object with portrait-painters 
of the present day. The difference between theq^ lies in 
this:—that Titian painted excellently, and attained the point 
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he aimed at, \«hile they strive to reach it in vain. The most 
beautiful of Titian’s portraits here exhibited, is that of a 
lovely woman, witkduxuriant tresses flowing unconfined over^ 
her shoulders; she holds part of her hair in one hand, and is 
in the act of andinting it. The arm, the golden hair, and in¬ 
comparably delicate fairness of the neck and shoulders, make 
it a specimen of the»most exquisite colouring. 

• Holbein’s portraits are treated on an entirely diflfer^t 
principle; not content with the delineation of lovelii^s 
alone, nor striving to produce, in combination with it, a 
grand and effective composition, he aims simply at repro¬ 
ducing natui% with the greatest characteristic truth and 
objective pecttliarity. His attitudes are, in consequence, fre¬ 
quently stiff and formal; the baclcground, merely a dark green 
uniform surface, and the costume and other accessories most 
minutely and laboriously finished. It must be allowed, tliat 
if a portrait be intended to mark the period of time at which 
it was taken, this manner of treatment is most appropriate- 
Besides,* how can a painter, restricted to*tlie imitation of 
any one individi^al figure, prove the correctness of his art, 
except by th^jni^st striking, objective truth. This does not, 
of course, lead to»an idealisation of the features, but, on 
the contrary, to a contraction ; tfle circle of individual ideas 
■>>*6 narrowed and confined, and *1116 picture seems, as is the 
case Vith Holbein, completely bounded and shut in by indi- 
*vidual characteristics. Still,*what do we most value in a 
portrait ? Not a lofty and romantic impersonation, but ra¬ 
ther sucli a correctness in delineating tlie natural features 
as marks its identity and secures immediate recognition, 
i^assing emotions, then, speaking changes (ff countenance, 
attitude, and expression, to which a moment may give birth, 
and which, emanating from a noble soul, kindle, for that 
moment at least, most exquisite beauty of expression,— 
these being from their very nature evanescent in the highest 
degree,, rfioccssarily produce indistinctness, and will be stu¬ 
diously avoided by every painter who strives to give a close 
imitation of nature. 

In Holbein’s portraits, costume, expression, and even the 
position of the hands are made subservicut to this primary 
object, and the resemblance is thus so much heightened, that 
it becoipes startling, and sometimes almost harsh in its pal¬ 
pable identity. Many of Leonardo’s portraits are treated 



SYMBOLIC PORTRAITS. 


31 


letter I.J 

on similar principles, aimin" only at correctness in the out¬ 
line of the features and minuteness in details: he appears to 
.* excel in discerning and embodying characteristic peculiar¬ 
ities, as, for example, in the portrait of »the Duke of Milan* 
at Dresden, as also in that of a woman (Ifo. 924.) in this 
Museum. The style of Raphael, many of whose portraits are 
here exhibited, generally resembles that of Titian; his repre- 
se|^ations are equally vivid and life-like, but with more strength* 
of colouring and more grandeur in the delineation of character. 

Raphael and Leonardo have also left portraits in a com- 
j)letely different manner, \|earing no trace either of Titian or 
Holbein, and which may appropriately be termdft “symbolic.” 

In these portraits we havr what appears to*be a striking 
likeness, with a landscape background of sea, hills, and sky, 
as in the picture of Monna Lisa, by Leona^o (No. 923.). 
This addition is decidedly an infringement of the narrow 
circle within which Holbein and Titian confined themselves, 
for it is immediately seen that the landscape is designed to 
heighten and amplify the expression depicted on thti counte¬ 
nance. Symbols introduced into any braqph of art become 
a medium for facilitating the comprehensibn qf what is not 
in itself sufficiently clear. It is undodbtedly the highest 
effort of genius to enable us to read in fhe human counte¬ 
nance the deepest working 6f the hidden soul within, an.I'* 
of which the outward indications are generally so few and 
slight* This exju-cssion being but dimly seen, and difiicult, 
to seize and depict, the artist finds correctness of form and 
features inadequate, alone, to convey this highest attribute 
of the human countenance, and summons to his aid the use 
of symbols, which, combining with the outward elernentsf 
invest them with a new and clearer signification. The old 
masters afford many examples of such a combination of a 
landscape background, and a characteristic face. I know 
none more remarkabh*, in this style, than two portraits by 
Raphael (Nos. 937. 938.), in the catalogue of the Lang Gal¬ 
lery. They are likenesses of two young men; one, lealhing 
on his arm, with an expression of careless confidence, looks 
forth into the world with joyous, animated eyes, as i^ secure 
of making his way clearly through all difficulties, and sur¬ 
mounting every obstacle; the other, silent and contempla- 

* Fran 9 ois Sfurze, Due de Milan.—Cat, to Dresden Gal. If82. No. 
245. 
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tiva,..,jiot as touched by care or anxiety, but serenely 
‘t||bughtful, and ^ 3 ^ soine magic of the painter’s ,soul, wrought 
4 n 4 o a delioious expression of repose, blends in a countenance^, 
' iof lirfty "beauty, the •utmost candour And simplicity. The 
background is ^ extensive landscape; the ea^th clear, dis- 
' iinct, and radiant; hut the sky above troubled and tem¬ 
pestuous.. Ike uniformity of the landscape is unbroken, 
except by ,a few little trees, which rise in the foreground ; 
nothing, on the whole, can be more touching, or better os¬ 
culated to induce meditation and tranquil thought. 

Now I affirm that such a portrmt, so decidedly symbolic, 
is quite distinct from the ordinary, genre of portrait-paint¬ 
ing. Its lofty expression and meaning seem almost to be¬ 
long to the style of historical composition, and though not 
perhaps in entire conformity with any historical subject, it 
might easily fie supposed to be a study, or fragment of some 
larger composition. In a word, this symbolic expression ivnd 
treatment robs portrait painting of its only distinctive cha¬ 
racter af* a separate bi-anch of the art, natoety, the embody¬ 
ing of individual features, in scrupulously correct identity. 
Uut why insist on making it a distinct branch of art ? Were 
it not far better, i£ the majority of dilettanti, caring less to 
exhibit themselves in their pei'lional character to posterity, 
trusted more to the discretion of the artist. I'he painter 
might tjien, instead of confining himself to the portraiture 
, of the human countenance jn its every-day character and 
expression, which must in the lapse of a, few years lose all 
interest for the public eye, give it a permanent value as a 
work of art, indulging at freedom in his own manner and 
•treatment, ilie result of previous study, meditation, and re¬ 
search. An interest thus fix’raly based would generally be a 
lasting evidence to-posterity, that this particulai' portrait, at 
least in one sonsQ. belonged to the sphere of the painter’s 
productions^ a,nd was imbued with his peculiar manner; in 
fact, it.is by carrying out those very principles that fine 
liisforical paintings arc produced, any of which would seem 
but of little value if deficient in the individuality of expres¬ 
sion which characterises portrait-painting. 

(Jarofalo’s portrait of himself (No. 78ti.), is completely in 
this style. 1 may here observe, that a portrait can scarcely 
be ireat^id with so much objective trutli in form and detail, 
and yet with a kind of partial interest in tlie correct render- 
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ing of the expression, as when the artist is.Jhimself also the 
subject. This picture is by far the finest of any here exhi- 
«bit^, and may be cited as the perfection’of portrait-pahjt- 
ing. Several Holy Families, by the same tpaster, areltb be 
seen here also, but bearing no resemblance to each other. 
One, in whifch St. Katherine kneels at^ the feet of Christ, 
deserves peculiar notice. Tha countenance of the Madonna,, 
who is seated looking directly out of the picture, ofiers.a 
most perfect ideal of serious divinity; and though so much 
smaller in dimensions, bears some resemblance to the Mother 
of God in the great picture by Raphael at J^resden'; but 
the Madonna of Garofalo is, if I may hazard Jhe assertion, 
even more severe* and holy. I always leave the study of 
Raphael’s portraits, impressed by the versatility of his truly 
universal genius, each being marked by some distinguishing 
variety of treatment and colouring. It is this predominant 
quality which appears to me to be the source aftd the eluci¬ 
dation of all his qther peculiarities. 

Certainly the recollection that a most extraordindry art¬ 
istic versatility reigned in all the compositions of this master, 
alfords a clue to much that it is otherwise difficult to account 
for. It was this which le^ him to imitite, and make his 
own, every peculiarity in the ^tyle of other mastei'S, which, 
united and combined by his comprehensive genius, he has 
presented to us under new' and striking forms. * 

Many artists of great discrimination have remarked the sur¬ 
prising resemblance between Raphael’s manner in thcAapestiy 
designs, and that of Michelangelo; in many of his single 
figures he appears to lean to Masaccio, while the style of otlier ^ 
paintings makes the amateur almost doubtful whether to 
assign them to him or to Giulio Fomano. The similarity of 
manner between himself and some among his pupils vi'ould 
be most unaccountable, did w'e not know'tbat in many in- 
staiiees he transfused their manner into his own, br, to use 
u more apjiropriate expression, lowered his owR style 
assimilate with theirs. 

There are, however, even in this INIuseuin, many remarkable 
instances of similarity between Ra 2 >hael and other painter.s 
differing widely from him in their general manner aJid range 
of ideas. The great versatility of his genius Unites in one 
Composition the most distant epochs and dissimilar*styles. 
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These remarks apply very justly to the Madonna di FoUgno, 
(No. 65., Catalogue of the Grand Salon,) in the restoration 

• of which«e7ery secVet of chemical art has been emptoyed. It 
is a fotive picture. *^The Madonna and Child, aurrounded 
by 8 halo of light, occupy the upper part, and the rays 
emanating from this glory illumine a city lying below. On 
Jhe right of the spectator we fee the offerer of the picture 
(donatorius), an aged man, kneeling, and joining his up¬ 
raised hands in an attitude of devotion. The holy St, Jerome, 
a dne old man with a white beard, places his hands on the 
suppliant’s h^d, thus apparently accepting, and at the same 
time drawing attention to the devotion of the aged worshipper. 
Opposite to tliese figures, and on the leff of the spectator, 
stands John the Baptist and the blessed St. Francis, both so 
precisely resembling the same personages in the oldest paint¬ 
ing by Correggio, at Dresden, that any one who has seen 
both, must Mb fully persuaded tha\ one of the two masters 
must, though perhaps unconsciously, have popied the other. 
Kaphaefs composition, though not in his latest manner, is 
yet certainly wo^pne of his earliest works; that of Correggio, 
on the contrary, belongs evidently to a very early -period. 
The figures, too, risemble many,others by Correggio, in his 

^various compositions. We can scarcely reject the idea of some 
intercourse, however slight, between the prince of Roman 
masters* and the then little known Lombard artist: it is at 

* least possible that Raphael mtLy have seen the one painting to 
which we allude ; and if so, he would doubtless appreciate it, 
since we are aware of the high estimation in which he held 

^ithe designs of Diirer, which he at one time entertained the 
idea of working up into perfect compositions. Should the 
resemblance of which we have been speaking be merely 
accidental, it is a singular circumstance, and serves at least 
to prove the universality of Raphael’s genius, w'hich, with 
lordly power, concentrated the widest ramifications and most 
difjant periods of art. His ordinary style in church pic¬ 
tures, is a combination of Perugino and Fra Bartolommeo, 
two masters of widely different style. His designs for 
tapestry, and some among his later compositions, as for ex¬ 
ample the Transfiguration, are in the manner of Michel¬ 
angelo ; and his {)ortraits resemble those of Titian, whose 
mannei' he decidedly imitated, while infusing his own loftier 
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soul into the nature and truth of that master. How numer¬ 
ous the points of resemblance, a careful and systematic study' 
^ of many paintings of the old masters would probably elicit 1 
In the foreground of the very painting und^r consideration 
(the Madonna di Foligno), the angel who presents a tablet 
inscribed with the name of the votive^offerer, exactly re¬ 
sembles one of those in the inqpmparable picture at Dresden., 
’ In the celebrated Transfiguration, which from its gran¬ 
deur and beauty, the vigour of the design, and its perfect 
development in the execution, enchains both artists and 
amateurs in silent admiration, Faith and Inj/edulity are 
most powerfully contrasted. On the left of ^e spectator- 
stand nine of the 'apostles, ail gazing on the Saviour with 
varied expressions of affection and unwavering faith; oppoMte 
to them the crowd, conducting thither the epileptic boy, all 
evidently full of doubts, and some even ready to give utterance 
to angiy reproaches and milrmurs against Providdhce, for per¬ 
mitting the innocent to be thus afflicted. In the centre fore¬ 
ground of the picture a woman is kneeling ; her countenance, 
raised to heaven, is full of holy fervour, ar^ she points to 
the Saviour as if in the act of declaring that there can be 
no hope for aid except from l^im alone, whd is revealed upon 
that mountain. The allegory is finely imagined, and vividly 
represented. The landscape also is beautiful, and the treat¬ 
ment of the heads in the lower part of the picture iheom- 
parably* expressive; but the gforified Saviour, and those 
who surround him, are less powerfully conceived,#and in 
every way inferior to the rest of the painting. Conn<jis- 
scurs of fine taste and judgment have imagined they could 
trace in the upper part the hand of one of the famous 
pupils of Raphael, il Fattorc for instance ; this is frequently 
the case in his later works. The treatment of the lower 
part is quite in the style of Giulio Romano. * 

There is less richness and variety in the St. Michael 
slaying the Dragon (932.), hut the mind finds in it far mojjc 
food for meditation and reflection. The figure and coun¬ 
tenance of the archangel are full of divine beauty and ex¬ 
pression ; a stream of fire flows from a cavern in the'dark 
rock, in which the dragon is lying. There is also another 
small picture on the same subject, probably the original 
sketch of the first, although it differs considerably ih the 
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general treatment. The couRtenance of the angel is almost 
more beautiful than in the finished composition, and it ap¬ 
pears to* me a happy idea to have made his ample shield 
of pure white, 3, blood red cross in the centre. Be¬ 
sides the dragon, whose head is under the foot of the angel, 
various wondrous and *> misshapen animals stand around. 
,We discover in the*^ distance a burning town and a church¬ 
yard, in which the devil is torturing and pursuing the spirits 
of the dead. Judging from this design, which is a most 
fantastic composition, we should pronounce the first sketches 
of Raphael be the most singular and original. 

V\'’e must ^ also notice a Madonna of small dimensions 
(No. 935.), in wliich the blessed Virgin is 'represented taking 
a robe from the sleeping infant, and silently gazing on him : 
hence tliis picture is known under the name of the “ Silence.” 
I was greatly delighted with it, and should say (if I may 
venture to hazard such a conjectufe) that, like many others 
in a similar style, it marks the progress from his earliest and 
childlilvc pictures to the glowing beauty of his riper years; 
of wliich, indeed, it gives rich indications, and seems to 
promise that abundance of tender grace and loveliness, 
which imparts to*Raphaers original character such match- 
, less purity and unbounded variety. The colouring is a little 
faded, jet it is easy to see that the red, white, and blue in 
the mantle of the Virgin arc blended and contrasted in the 
same manner in which suclf tints are frequently employed 
by poeta in their descriptive passages—a poetical assemblage 
and combination of colours to which this master is much 
addicted. In this painting we recognise also a predilection 
for pure masses of the most distinct tints,—red, green or 
white, which blend harmoniously by the intervention of a 
soft, grey shadow, like sweet strains of mu.sic, unbroken 
by any discordant note or unmelodious chord. This manner 
seems no less appropriate for producing effects of capricious 
o*.hig^-.souled imagination, than that mixture of all colours, 
however great their apparent dissonance and incompatibi¬ 
lity, which is the characteristic of Correggio, 

I fancy I have frequently remarked and admired similar 
jharaotcristic colouring in Holbein and Diirer. Holbein 
Combines unmixed black, intense crimsons, and the richest 
yelloW brown; a treatment exactly suited to his vigour of 
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design. The incomparable picture at Dresde:^ in which thife 
design is peculiarly apparent,* shows with how much earnest 
diligence he studied to attain the object wo havfv noticed . 
yet Diirer, in some of his paintings,* seeys even Uf have 
surpassed him, and by highly complicated efforts of art oc¬ 
casionally to combine, in a world of contrasting colours, the 
greatest vigour and expression, though from the nature of 
things the result of such an attempt must generally prove 
unsatisfactory. 

I shall notice, in conclusion, some of the finest paintings 
by German masters: they are, for the most g^rt, portraits ; 
the “ Offering of Isaac” (316.), being nothing more than a 
sketch, and of vety little value. , 

John Van Eyck has some splendid paintings here. A 
“ Marriage at Cana,” is not only of fresh anjl vivid colour¬ 
ing, but full of beautifully designed figures. I can say 
nothing more truly comlnend.atory of the latter, than that 
many of the female heads remind me of the Mother of God*, 
at Dresden, by Ilolbein, in whom humility is so finely com¬ 
bined with awful majesty. I consider tlus last more fully 
expressive of the idea of the Holy Mother, in her sweet 
benevolence and gentleness, than evetJ the Madonna of 
Raphael, — divine indeed in glance and form, yet with too 
much of the ordinary character of divinity, — equally ap" 
propriate to a Juno or a Diana; and it is highly probable 
that ffne or both of these gofidesses of antiquity may have* 
presented themselves to the mind of the painter.when he 
formed the design. 

Though the essentially German Ilolbein appears toliave 
been an imitator and follower of Van Eyck, still the figure# 
of that master, in his later compositions, are not completely 
in the style of Flemish painting. It would, perhaps, be most 
intelligible to consider Van Eyck as the aathor and founder 
of the great school of German painting, the history and deve¬ 
lopment of which may thus be traced with great clearfless jind 
precision through the distinct and widest successive degrees 
of Van Eyck, Diirer, and Holbein. Yet in the history of our 
native art, at present so little known, many members may now 
be wanting, which subsequent research will probably supply. 

• La famillc de Jacques Meyer, Bourgiieraaitre de Basle, a genoux, 
devant la Ste. Vierge qui tient I’cnfant Jesus. — Cat. 1782, No.»437. 
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There is a small painting here by Von Eyck—the “ Lamb 
of the Apocalypse.’' It is represented standing on the ark, and 
• the blood* streaming ffom its bosom is received into a shell. 
Near Ihe ark areiiangels and seraphim worshipping the Lamb, 
and, more distant, choirs of holy maidens, martyrs, teachers, 
apostles, popes, and,, monks. The Holy Spirit, in the form 
of a dove, hovers above them, and a ray of light and inspira¬ 
tion emanating from the body illumines the kneeling groups 
below. Aspring of living water gushes forth in the foreground, 
and a rich landscape, diversified with flowers, fruit, moun¬ 
tains, and buildings, fills the bat;kground. The figures 
forming each, of the groups are most rich and varied, and, 
above all, perfett in architectural symmelry and technical 
correctness, presenting us with noble Italian-Hke forms. 

Tlie mystery and majesty of the Godhead is finely ex¬ 
pressed throughout, but the opposition of the evil principle 
holds in this allegory but a secondary place. 

Three church pictures by this master—-God the Father, 
the Blessed Virgin, and St. John the Baptist*—have a strik¬ 
ing affinity with f ach other, and are much finer compositions 
than the last-mentioned. These severely divine figures, de¬ 
signed with Egyptian force and»formality, are wonderfully 
^impressive, and appear as if pent from grey antiquity to 
demand our reverence and adoration, while their awful ma- 
^ jesty leads us to devout meditation on the power and grandeur 
of an earlier world. As in* an organised body, essential 
members; which stand out prominently, and give to the form 
itse.l^' its decided proportions, are but few in number, yet 
.require, besides a certain proportion of the less prominent 
accessories, organic substance, and muscular power, to bind 
together the principal members and completely to clothe the 
body, — so it is with painting as an art. In ti*acing out its 
history at this period, we need name but few painters, be- 
cau.se Van Eyck, Diirer, and Holbein are the types of dif- 
fenmit characteristics of German painting, which may be 
satisfactorily classed in three divisions, each tracing back its 
origin to one of those three masters. Still we must not over¬ 
look tlfbsc lesser painters, who, in the early times of German 
as well as of Itidian painting, claime<l some regard, though 

* These aitd the above are all parts of the famous altar-piece of 
St. Bavdns, Ghent, 1>3' Hubert and John Van Eyck. 
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speedily eclipsed by the great princes and sot’ereigns of the 
art, whose names alone are eptochs suflSciently indicating its 
progress. These inferior painters have rnany of them pro¬ 
duced works, few in number it is thie, and yet some of 
which are almost worthy of their cliiefs, ana though perhaps 
less effective and striking, distinguished by great and original 
beauties. These observations were called forth by a picture 
of the old German master, Hcmling (No. 306.): the blessed 
St. Christopher, the Infant Christ, and a few other holy per¬ 
sons, are here represented in a landscape, which deserves to 
rank among the finest productions of the German school. 
Saint Cliristopher, beaidng the Infant Christ effi his shoulder, 
and leaning on a staff, stens across a little srtream. Lofty 
rocks form tlie sides of the picture; in the left foreground 
we see Saint Benedict, and on the right Saii^ Egidiiis, who 
Las just fixed an arrow in his cross-bow ; the favourite deer 
stands near the saint. High up on the rock on,the left side a 
hermit is seen issuing from his cell, carrying a lighted torch. 
In the side compartment, on the right of St. William, in full 
armour, the donatorius (or votive offerer) ^d his son are in¬ 
troduced kneeling, and the wife and daughters opposite, in 
the same posture, presented by another saint.* Tlie landscape 
in the side compartments is u continuation of that in the 
centre division. I have rart’ly seen one more still and green 
— quite in the German character — natural and tranquil. 

Tlife benevolent and kindlpexpression in the countenance 
of St. Christopher, the luxuriant landscape, the symbolic deer, 
and the simplicity and single-1)eartedness of the whole, remind 
us of the best efforts of the old German masters, more*espe- 
cially of Diircr, though this picture has no alloy of caricature 
and is throughout more calm and tranquil, though scarcely 
less expressive than the ordinary manner of that master. 

The countenances are more completely natural than we 
generally find them in the old Flemish masters. 

In a i-cmote period and country, this most excellent painter, 
whose fame is far from equalling his merits, sprang t(f life, 
imbued with all the genius of the old German masters. The 
picture we have described may furnish an examp^ of the 
correct manner of treating subjects taken from the history of 
the saints in their solitary and picturesque retreats. The 

* Sainte Barbc*— Catalogue, 1802. 
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deepest devotion and holiness are apparent throughout, 
blended with all the charms of'tranquillitj and innpcence. 

The first step t« that expressive style of painting intro- ^ 
ducedby*Van Eyck into the German school, is by far the most 
comprehensive ahd easily understood. We cannot, therefore, 
wonder at its having been speedily adopted by succeeding 
artists, who, superadding an outward finish and softness, at 
length reached that degree of highly-finished correctness and 
accuracy whicli, in Holbein, seems to have attained the per¬ 
fection of that manner. But it is in the medium between 
these two extremes that we discover the greatest depth of 
symbolic meaffing, the most explicit and profoundly studied 
designs. I’lie pictures o’f Albert Diirer afford th.e happiest 
examples of this style—his Crucifixion especially. Hero the 
apostle St. John, standing at the foot of the cross, gazes 
mournfully upon the Saviour ; opposite to him is the Blessed 
Virgin, supported in the arms of her attendants, her head 
bowed down with the weight of more than maternal anguish. 
The expression of her grief is perfectly free from exaggera¬ 
tion, and therefore the more iiTesistibly afi'ectiiig. Her uoble 
countenance seenfe suffused with tears ; the lips parted, as if 
ready to give uttecauce to the heart-wrung cry of pain and 
sorrow. *' 

St. Dionysius and Charlemagne are on the right of the 
spectator-, on the same side of the picture as the aj)ostle St. 
.John. The first, in accordar^c with his legendary histojy, 
holds in liis hand his own pale and severed head, the blood 
gushing from his neck. Charlemagne grasps a naked sword, 
and iooks out of the picture, his eye full of wild determina¬ 
tion and severity. Several soldiers of reduced pro[)ortion5 
form cliaracteristic groups in the background; some of the 
figures are rude and savage in expression, others niiscliievous, 
and others again .boorish and vicious; yet all seem to gaze 
with fierce, demoniac joy on the Redeemer and his martyred 
servant.* Two, who stand apart on a mountain, pointing with 
exifitation at the crucified, appear meet companions for the 
Evil One. No verdure clothes this side of the picture; but 
a large Gothic church, with open doors, seemingly emble¬ 
matic o!" the spiritual edifice which such princes as Charles, 
and such martyrs as St. l)ion 3 ’^sius, established with blood 
and swojrd, may al®o indicate the path of return, even from 
the vilest degradation and sinfulness, to the holiness of a re- 
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newecl heart; probably, also, the lirflita witlun wliich even 
disgust and rage (which we ^re see giving utterance to the 
most fiendlike scoffing against God and God’s ^post holy 
things), may find lurking places. Ev^ry t]^ng most repug¬ 
nant to Christianity seems to bo here assembled ; but the 
opposite side of the picture (the spectator’s left), has far 
more calm and tranquillity.^ We see,* near the cross, the 
weeping mother ; the holy Baptist, and his lamb, one hand 
extended, pointing to the crucified .Redeemer, and with-' an 
expression of true grief and sorrow ; also St. Louis, looltihg 
towards the group, yet more serious than sorjowful, gazing 
almost with envy on the grave of the Saviour. A road in the 
distance leads doitn to the v. ater, and a few men stand calmly 
and ns if in conversation. The landscape is dotted with 
rustic cottages, and a traveller leans over theyall at the side 
of the road, gazing pensively down upon the water and the 
opposite shore. Small vessels, sailing hither* and thither, 
are mirrored on the glassy surface of the waten The fore¬ 
ground on this side is clothed and adorned with •plants of 
varied hues and carefully painted. VarioiK objects are scat¬ 
tered at the foot of the cross, — a skull, bones, drops of 
blood, a stone, the end of t^rope, — all t^own together as if 
by accident. As you approach the side where CHuirlcs and 
St. Dionysius are standing, a few solitary plants only arc in¬ 
troduced ; but tlie foreground, further on that sidg, is per¬ 
fectly'bare. A dark cloud, (Mack as night, envelopes the* 
cross, and hangs low towards the earth, but all beneath it is 
clem- and bright. The Kedeemer himself is gloriously im¬ 
agined, though weakness and pain are fully apparent the 
jmnninent rnuscle.s aud the livid form. His white mantle? 
Mutters far in the distance, as if left to be the sport of the 
rude winds. 

Enough, liowevcr, for the present. A few only of the old 
mast('rs now remain to be noticed ; but their compositions 
.appear to me to have been imperfectly-understood ;*an(^the 
examination of their designs will give me an opportunity of 
fully developing my ideas on the subject of painting. They 
must, however, be reeerved for a future occasion, aud until I 
can study the actual works of these great masters; since, 
without consulting the existing examples, 1 could not attempt 
any comment on -the general style of their compositions. 
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. LETTER 11. 

Characteristics of ^pha*el. Tlic Difference between the old Schools of 
Italian Painting and the modern Style. — On the Selection of Christian 
Subjects for Painting, and the Manner in which the old Ma.sters 
treated mytbological^Subjects. — Description of a few remarkable 
^ Paintings of the Spanish School^ with Observations on the general 
Principles on which the Distinction between different Branches of the 
Art of Painting is founded. 

^ SECOND PART. 

Beginning of the year 1803. 

The famous*Transfiguration, the last aiid most wonderful 
work of Raphael, has been most successfully restored, and is 
now exhibitei in the Long Gallery of the Louvre.* 

It is, unfortunately, not in a favourable situation, the 
gallery being too small to admit of its being viewed from 
the distance necessary to give it full effect. The light too 
is bad;‘instead of entering from above, as in the Grand 
Salon, it is adnytted, the whole length of the gallery, by 
side windows, and the effect is too dazzling, while it is 
scarcely possible ttf obtain a full Lroad ray of light. 

Attention has been paid to lessening as much as possi¬ 
ble this evil, — unavoidable in the existing building,—and 
the present position of the Transfiguration is the least un- 
• favourable that could be chftsen under the circumstances. 
Nay, it ^vould, if possible, be compensated for by another 
very praiseworthy arrangement. The great picture is sur¬ 
rounded by a number of smaller pictures by the same 
'master; on one side, a very valuable Holy Family, of his 
ripest time, and opposite to it an “ Annunciation,” the work 
of his earliest youth, and painted at the time when he imi¬ 
tated Perugino. 'Two church pictures, by the latter master, 
in his best manner, hang above the “ Transfiguration,” and 
bejpw them, portrait's. Sketches and small paintings, by 
Raphael, among which we rind those I have before des¬ 
cribed, and a few others in addition. The “Madonna di 
Foligno” is hung near; and opposite, “La Belle Jardiniere,” 
or, the Madonna of the Garden. 

A method of hanging so judicious, induces meditation, 

* * Since restored to the VaticBif. 
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and at the same time facilitates the study of any great 
I master, showing at a glance the progressive development 
of his genius, from its earliest youthfpl efforts to» the full 
splendour of its meridian glory. | 

Both the church pictures of Perugino are hung too high 
to be conveniently studied, and their treatment. appears so 
different to his general manner, and to one picture in par-, 
ticular which I had on my former visit seen among the 
works placed aside to be repaired and restored, that it is 
difficult to account for a conti*ast so surprising. Both un¬ 
doubtedly belong to a much earlier and inferioj^cpoch of tliis 
master’s genius. ^ 

The earliest pictures of Raphael surprisingly resemble 
those of his master Perugino; so much so, that it is some¬ 
times difficult to know to which to assign the»earlier works 
of'the former. A scholar capable of following so closely in 
the steps of the master, rhust have been endowed by nature 
with a strong imitative talent, and great facility in adopting 
the ideas and designs of others. This facility pficuliarly 
characterises the genius of Raphael, and i(| almost insepara¬ 
ble from tliat predilection for glowing colours, which in 
some of Raphael’s pictures, 4;hose of a late^l: period especially, 
is almost too apparent. « 

A small painting, representing in different compart- 
raents^thc “ Annunciation,” the “ Adoration of the "Kings,” 
and the “ Circumcision,” altlnfiigh apparently in his earliest * 
manner, is less like Perugino, and most of the figures are 
badly drawn. I imagine that even this early picture con¬ 
tains indications of his subsequent attachment to ideaf cir-^ 
cumstances and construction. His colouring is in broad 
masses of the rao.st decided crimson, wdiite, and green ; and 
these prevailing hues resemble that one chord in a melody, 
from whence the ear decides in what a strain is com¬ 
posed. 

1 now noticed, for the first time, a little sketch, in 
neutral tint, representing “Faith, Love, and Hope;” each 
virtue is personified by a female figure, with two children 
beside her; those belonging to Hope are lovely and deli¬ 
cately formed. Love is finely depicted as a nursing mo¬ 
ther, her children contentedly drawing nourislunent from 
the breast; her countenance wears an expression of’ benign 
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tranquillity, and it seems an, original and beautiful thought 
to have personihqd Love thus with her own life and strengthf 
supnlyiftg the wants of the necessitous, and soothing the 
fretful complainings of weakness and dependence. 

The “ Transfiguration ” has been so long the object of 
universal wonder and admiration, that to extol its beauty 
«would be indeed superfluous. It is not the perfect finish 
alone which raises it so high in the estimation of all artists; 
other qualities undoubtedly contribute to enhance its fame. 
This gi*eat picture, in the treatment of the colours, the 
grouping, afNwell as in the expression, and still more the 
method and, principles on which it is designed, completely 
accords with the style of the later schools. Tlie Carracci, 
indeed, adopted the same treatment, or at least aimed at 
the same poifit, though unable actually to soar so high. The 
diiference between Raphael and his successors is more ob¬ 
vious in design than in actual treatment; or at least, their 
colouring approaches more nearly to that of Raphael, than it 
does to the narrow, severe, and more vigorous manner of older 
masters. Raphaltl himself frequently imitated the old style ; 
and here again ye admire the wmnderful versatility and 
variety of his geniu.s. Paintings belonging to the earlier 
epochs of the Italian schools may have little interest for the 
mere Ipver of art, but their value to an experienced painter 
is infinitely greater. In the, time of the Carracci an,d their 
successors, Poussin, &c., the prevailing style of yiainting 
continued to be imbued, however slightly, with the feelings 
an<k manner of the earlier masters; but from that time for¬ 
ward their ideas seem to have been no longer understood or 
reverenced, and ere long were entirely laid aside and for¬ 
gotten. None of Raphael’s works, though there may per¬ 
haps be many of equal merit in cxisrence, have excited so 
much enthusiasm as the “Transfiguration,” and the reason 
may pQssiblyhe this,—it seems lo Ibrm the last link between 
tht genuine style of the old masters, and the more artificial 
taste of modern schools. 

The expression in this picture is much heightened by 
the powerful contrast between the pious, benevolent ard<)ur 
of the apostles, and the murmuring, complaining unbelief 
of those Avho lead the epileptic boy; a contrast most power¬ 
fully and etfectively managed. The landscape is beautiful. 
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and the figure of the woman, who, kneeling in the fore¬ 
ground, appears to reproach ^he disciples with their inca- 
I pacity or unwillingness to aid the sufferer^ is divinely grand. 
The heads of the apostles arc finely v%ried, and that of St. 
John, beautiful; the discontent and angrj^feelings of the 
surrounding spectators, and the suffering of the boy himself, 
are delineated with much truth and forep. Yet the finishing 
is notwithstanding deficient in dignity and high expression.^ 
The reproachful looks of the murmurers are rude and wild, 
and the disciples gaze wonderingly on each other, surprised 
and grieved at their inability to render assistance; oppressed 
by their want of power, and >vith little grandeur of mien or 
dignity of deportment. A master of earlier^ times would 
not thus have handled his subject: he Avould probably have 
given us a far deeper insight into the complicated sources of 
bitter sorrow and anguish; but to compensate for tliis, the 
influence of the Consoler would have been unalloyed, and 
his power far more intensely felt. We should hot, perhai)S, 
have had our admiration excited by the rich grouping of 
the apostles, but the severe grandeur of each figuiti w'oufd 
have filled us with reverence; the imperative earnestness of 
the unbelievers, their loud and reproachful murmurs, ^vould 
have appeared as if awed into silence, orloftened into hope; 
and the conviction of the jiecessity of sufiering, and the 
insufliciency of all eai'thly aid, would have given a more 
dignified and imposing character to the whole. This'modern 
manner, richer indeed in art, out less imaginative and beau- * 
tiful, may be traced also in the group upon the mountain. 
The figure of the Saviour, hovering in the upper ai^ ap¬ 
pears like a moving flame; the three apostles, blinded by 
the radiance, lie on the ground, in attitudes almost too 
efl'cetive to be wholly natural; and the donatorius, kneel¬ 
ing in the corner, has also a wonder-stricken cx])ression of 
countenance. The subject altogether is treated with a super¬ 
ficial, lightly-kindle I enthusiasm, not with that simple, 
earnest power, that profound meditation and deep devcjjion 
with which the reverential love of the earlier masters would 
have approached a subject so truly divine and holy. 

The inventive genius of Raphael is most gloriously 
displayed in such comprehensive works as the above; but 
the loveliness and grace which invest his composition with 
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peculiar fascination are more conspicuoas in his simple 
pfdntings. The famous Madonna, known as “La Giardi- 
niera,” takes a xerf high rank among pictures of the latter i 
class.^ The Madonna is represented sitting with the two 
children in a landscape of surpassing beauty; the sky of 
pure and cloudless azure, and the whole scene representing 
an earthly paradise* of innocence and spirituality. This 
picture breathes only unsullied'loveliness, and almost infan¬ 
tine happiness; the individuality of nature appears through¬ 
out, but with an absence of ideality, a id no severity of out¬ 
line. The charm and purity of the colouring, and the deli¬ 
cate bloom of* the carnations are beyond ^ praise ; this 
picture may v/ell bear comparison with the most elevated 
and spiidtual ambng those of Titian, at least, in so far as we 
habitually associate with that master the idea of the most 
exquisite perfSetion of colouring. Titian's fine “ Head of 
Christ,” noticed in a preceding letter, ought to be placed 
near the “ Giardiniera ” of Raphael 

This master has, nevertheless, in his representations 
of the lloly Virgin, indulged in the greatest diversity of 
manner and expit^sion. It would be easy to enumerate a 
whole series of pictures on that subject, varying from the 
utmost loveliness of expression t(T the highest irradiation of 
majesty and awe. We may coiftmence this series with the 
“ Giardiniera,” in which the blessed Virgin is represented, 
like the best beloved of some^human heart, clad in mortal 
loveliness alone; and it will naturally close with that splen¬ 
did composition at Dresden, in which the Mother of God is 
reprejented hovering in the clouds; the clear outline of the 
Matures, the serious, yet love-breathing countenance, remind 
us of the loftiest idealisation of Juno, and the severe sim¬ 
plicity of Diana. 

Next to the “Giardiniera,” we place the small pic¬ 
ture known as the “ Silence"'^,” in which the Virgin is seen 
watching over her sleeping child: the features in this paint¬ 
ing also are stamped with individuality, but the crown on 
the head, and the symbolic colour of the drapery at once 
indicate the Queen of Heaven; it forms a charming picture. 
Such loVely picture.® as the “ Silentium,” and the “ Giar¬ 
diniera,” seem to justify the opinion once expressed by 

• La Vierge au Diadume. 
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Michfilargelo, that Raphael was a fine mirilatare-painter. 
This observation, however, requires explanation, as it may 
|otUerwise appear prompted by an artistic jealousy, unworthy 
of so lofty, a genius as Michelangelo. • He doubtless meant 
to imply that, notwithstanding the circutnsenbed dimensions 
of these lesser pictures, Raphael appears in them to have 
given' full scope to bis ardent aspirations after beauty, 
lavishing on them the richest gifts of fascinating grace and’ 
spiritual loveliness; but when he undertakes a gigantic 
composition, misled by the example of others, and the mis¬ 
chievous tendency of the time, he is far from being equally 
happy. This observation of Michelangelo’s should, there¬ 
fore, if authentic,,be referred only to the taste prevailing 
among artists of that time, fur large and lofty proportions; 
and indeed Raphael’s expression might be found almost too 
fine and elaborate for pictures of colossal magnitude. Michel¬ 
angelo’s predilection for gigantic forms led him,to judge of 
designs chiefly as appropriate to paintings of such proportions. 

In another “ Holy Family,” hanging to the light of 
the “ Transfiguration,” several angels are introduce^ strew¬ 
ing flowers over the Holy Mother; all weal a lively expres¬ 
sion of rapture and devout joy, and 4he expression of 
the Virgin’s countenance it? in perfect keeping. It cer¬ 
tainly marks the first step Raphael’s progress from his 
earliest compositions, or rather copies of material grace and 
beauty, to his later ideality design. This picture has , 
been the subject of much discussion ; it has all the finished 
grace of Correggio, with a slight tincture of his laboured 
delicacy. The colouring, if not considerably faded, must from 
the first have been very feeble. The famous “Madonna della • 
Sedia”* claims also an appropriate place in this series. 
TJie “Madonna di Foligno” ranks next to the Madonna [di 
San Sisto] at Dresden. In this picture th^ Holy Virgin is 
surrounded by the nimbus, and appears indeed a creature of 
heavenly birth; but her countenance is deficient in expres¬ 
sion, and the child’s even more so. The individuafity 
of Raphael’s earliest paintings has vanished, but as yet he 
attains not to the glorious ideality of his famous “Maijonna.” 

The modern estimation of this first of painters and 
the opinions transmitted to us from earlier days, which are 

• * Pitti Palace. , 
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, too generally ifec6ived and repeated without personal inves. 
tigation or examination, require in many points to be care, 
fully corrected and defined anew. Mengs considers th? H 
peculiar excellence df Raphael’s style to consist in design, 
and expression; his shadows and colouring having been not 
a, little censured. Not to mention that so many of his paint¬ 
ings may be cited rts incomparably beautiful in colouring, 
^th^e so often mentioned “ Giardiniera ” for instance,) this 
distinction is altogether contradictory; for are not these 
qualities reciprocal throughout ? Could Correggio, in com¬ 
bination with his method of light and shade, have employed 
a ny other caAlations ? and is not the etdouring of Raphael 
as positively Appropriate to his designs and forms ? Do not 
liglits, character, colouring and design enter, in the compo¬ 
sitions of a gpod master, into the unbroken harmony of the 
w'liole ? Instead of idly attempting, by an unsatisfactory 
classification, to divide things which are essentially insepar¬ 
able, and must be judged Of in their eternal connection, let 
us rather strive to penetrate the original design of* each 
master, and to unravel the expression which he himself 
designed to convey, recollecting that the paintings under 
consideration wererthe offspring of a distant epoch, when 
the prevailing habits of thought^ no less than the manner of 
expressing them, differed widelj' from our own. Should we 
succeedt in fully comprehending any one design, we shall 
• obtain a clue for estimating tlie value of the entire appo¬ 
sitions, and, judging in how far they carry out the painter's 
own views and intentions ; and if compelled, before obtain¬ 
ing lliat discriminating power, to study and examine numer- 
•ous other designs various masters, an additional advantage 
will thus be gained, enabling us to decide on the relative 
value of that particular composition as compared with others, 
and a number of,gcnuiue ideas and principles will thus be 
engrafted on the mind. Principles, in thednghest sense of 
the w'ord; not merely negative conclusions, teaching no 
mofe than men must understand intuitively,—isolated ideas, 
calculated only to break asunder and destroy that harmonious 
unity, )vhich can be penetrated and understood only in the 
combination of e*^ery pai-t,—but principles, properly so 
called, the basis and source of a new life, and the first step, 
distant though it be, towards an imperishable goal. 
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Many have pointed out ideal beauty, the distin¬ 
guishing diaraftteristic of Raphael. In refutation of thik 
ijjassertion, it must be remembered that thfere are compara¬ 
tively few among his works in which this (jendcncy is'dis- 
coverable; perhaps heye and there almost too much so, to 
tlie neglect of the eternal barrier between painting ami' the 
antique forms modelled in sculpture. lit* other compositions 
he attempts only the delineation of some expressive allegory, 
giving to his figures a voluptuous charm, totally devoid of 
anything like ideality. This opinion of Raphael’s merits is 
consequently ill-founded, and in a great measure incorrect. 

The extraordinary variety and artistic univefsality recog¬ 
nised in his congenial treatment of charaetpr,* and Vhich 
appears to be the most essential property of Raphael’s 
genius, is also apparent in his attachment tr^ the earlier 
schools of painting; ior although so many of his composi¬ 
tions belong completely to the epoch in which be lived, we 
trace, even in them, the genius of the old masters: their 
spirit and style present themselves occasionally almost pure, 
and thus, in a certain sense, mark out the ^transition from 
the old style to that of the modern schools. It is, therefore, 
in the highest degree worthy of notice, tliRt the painters of 
that time, from whom he had almost seceded, chose him 
pre-ernint'iitly as their leade't, because all his works and 
peculiar ideas, if rightly understood, must unavoidably lead 
them back to the right source ^ namely, to that old school 
which we have no hesitation in pronouncing infinitely pre- 
fenable to the new. 

The study of the new and rich collection of Raplia?r8 
works now exhibited in tlic Louvre, gives rise, in this place, 
to two general observations. 

The first touches upon the old and new schools of Italian 
painting ; the devout, pious deeply significsiwt style of the 
former, and the florid pomp of the latter. This grand dis¬ 
tinction requires to be particularly noticed in the histdry ^f 
the art, an(^tiher less remarkable differences should, on the 
contrary, he disregarded. Such as the many contrasts which 
may be found between the Venetian and the latert Flo¬ 
rentine school: in comparison with the old style, however, 
all these form but one general body, equally opposed to the 
principles and the execution of earlier masters. 

£ 
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The strikihg and richly effective character of Titian’s 
paintings, as ■well as his dcsrign of placing before us in the 
most vjvid manner the whole abundance and individua^^ 
variety of acti^l lif5, is no more in keeping with the severe 
simplicity of the old masters, than the joyous splendour and 
dithyrambic luxuriance of Giulio Romano, whose mind 
seemed as fully imlfued with the pomp and majesty of Romisli 
‘ ecclesiastical antiquity, as that of every Venetian appears to 
have been with the gloomy drama of opposing principles, 
and the contrast between good and evil, holiness and guilt. 
Many painters, little known to posterity, doubtless con¬ 
tributed to*^he establishment of that new school, which, 
originating With Raphael, Titian, Correggio, Giulio Romano, 
and Michdangelo, yet bore within it the seeds of prema¬ 
ture decay. , They indeed reached the highest summit of the 
art, both in conception and in the employment of every 
artistic power; yet their followers and imitators in ca U 
separate school, exaggerating every dangerous license, soon 
diverged into the wide digressions of a false style, the .ii t 
symptoms of wjuoh decline may be recognised in the ^hle- 
ness apparent m the latest works, even of those nastei 
If Correggio first gave the exainple of digressing +0 vhe 
province of music, the first introduction of iha^ 'ind 
common error, of mingling the attributes of s*.,.' w.th 
those • of painting, may be traced to Michelam But 
not in these giant minds alone, but in all tho *■ have 
been cjted, wo trace the wide-syireading, variabh and for 
that very reason digressive tendency of the now schools 
ofihring a strong contrast to the severe simplicity of Maa- 
tegna, Bellini, Perugino, with whom Masaccio may also ho 
classed, and finally tho contemplative Leonardo; although 
the last evinces a decided tendency to the new school, us 
Raphael, amo^fst those of the modern epoch, adheres most 
closely to the earlier style, i should be disposed to ques¬ 
tion ifiuch whether any master of a much later period, ’mw- 
ever frequently cited among the new Italians, can deserve to 
hold a very distinguished place in the history of the art. 
The great era of creative genius ends with Giulio Romano 
and Correggio; the scholastic imitations and eclectic paint¬ 
ings of the Carracci, and others of their kind, resemble the 
jsarned labours and studied Alexandrines of a poet, who, in 
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that sister art, exchanges the beautiful simplicity of true 
sentiment and expression for «ervile imitations and ilorid 
,,passages. ^ 

Italian painting may, like its poetryj be jplassed in *two 
distinct divisions; the old, and the new. If the simple 
grandeur of Giotto, the masculine and wondrous concep¬ 
tions of Mantegna* remind us of Dante, the beauty of 
Perugino may no less aptly be compared with Petrarch, while 
Titian and Coi'reggio seem alike representatives of Ariosto 
and Tasso. I have not cited these resemblances between 
the followers of the sister arts, simply as an exercise of 
ingenuity, but rather to illustrate the one sil!li)le yet im¬ 
portant principle, that nature in similar spheres observes 
the same order of productious, and that the same stages of 
progress are apparent in all. The parallel between Italian 
poets and painters may be carried still fartherj—the pithy 
sweetness of Domiuichino assimilates completely with the 
poetic manner of Guarini, and the sweet inspiration of Marini 
tiiids a correspondent analogy in the capricious Albano. 

The second general observation that occurs, relates to 
th - hjccts usually selected by these masted. 

It must be already evident, (and many more proofs 
u \y easil} be adduced in Jonlirmation df the fact), that 
f’ludstian subjects, as treated by the old masters, lu’e far 
from bcin of their own creation ; since those which they 
have du{)i(5ted arc all, without eTiccption, tre‘ 'ed in one uni¬ 
form man er, which, in fact, sciu'cely admits the possibility 
of my great variety of expression. 

It is a matter of deep regret, that some baneful influence 
.should have so far removed our modern artists from the 
range of ideas and of subjects adopted by the old masters, 
whose footsteps they would do wisely still to follow. How 
natural and laudable would it be, if modern«Artifts pursued 
+1' road which Raphael, Perugino, and Leonardo trod before 
.. .11 ;— if they again imbibed their ideas and conceptions, 
drank more deeply from the well-spring of their genius, affd 
thus imbued the productions of modern art with the flnest 
properties of the old masters. And how inexhaustible aj*e th« 
riches of that treasury! How comprehensive each of those 
circles in artistic beauty and expression ! What a melancholy 

• Vide Note by A. E. Rio, anti, pages 7, 8. 
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contrast is now apparent! How hesitatingly do our painters 
falter around, and, in the eSccess of their indecision, cling 
now to cone, now 'to another, equally inappropriate subject,! 
most of them deciding in favour of the so-called historical 
pictures, which being unsusceptible of deep natural feeling 
or spiritual symbolism, leaA’e the loftiest objects of art un¬ 
attained, and cven‘unthought of; or, perhaps, ascending a 
degi'ce higher, they fix on some subject from ancient mytho¬ 
logy, the spirit and inmost being of which are so completely 
identified with the character of sculpture, that to embody 
them in paipting is impossible. 

It is not my intention to treat fuUy in this place of a 
subject so important; but merely to offer a few hasty re¬ 
marks, which may be of use in inciting others to the con¬ 
sideration o£ the subject. 

It is a fact by no means to be overlooked, that each 
great master of the old school not only found full scope for 
imagination and originality in the sphere of Christian art, 
but, 'srillingly confining himself within its narrow limits, 
never grew wt^ry of varying, by a scries of experimental 
designs, subjects which might, at first sight, appear to be 
barren and unfAiitful. Of tljis Raphael’s numerous and 
varied representations of the Madonna afford an example, 
and the “ Crucifixion” in the same manner supplied Diirer 
with 'an inexhaustible field for his meditative soul. Tlie 
“ Ilerodias ” appears to hal'e been a favouritfj subject with 
the school of Ijeonardo. 'Fhe difficulty of this latter subject 
Avould alone make it of value in forming pupils in design. 
One picture on this subject is in the Musee, and another at 
Dresden; both evidently of Leonardo’s school. I have 
recently seen a third, in a private collection, probably by 
Leonardo himself, different in execution, yet inferior to few, 
if any. *• 

Bly second preliminary observation refers to the fatal, yet 
;jtill prevailing error of modern masters, who, in treating sub¬ 
jects taken from antique mythology, conform rather to the 
principles of sculpture than to those of painting, all lofty 
ideality being thus completely lost. 

1 must observe, in the first place, that the old and new 
schools of Italian masters differ widely in their treatment of 
compositions from Greek subjects. 
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As far as a long study of antiquity has enabled me to judge 
of the spirit of Grecian art, I *am decidedly of opinion that 
^Italian masters, even of the modern schqpl,* possibly &r more 
from correct impulse and true feeling than) from classical 
study, have so truly embodied tlm expression of ancient life 
and faith, that the artists of the present day seem, in com¬ 
parison, totally worthless. I have never contemplated the 
originals of the gigantic designs of Michelangelo, nor can I 
myself give an opinion on the style of Raphael in such subjects, 
his cartoon of the School of Athens having been too much in¬ 
jured to afford any criterion ; but the vigour, lu^riance, and 
pomp of Giulio Romano, and the pure, fascinating beauty of 
thcAntiope of Correggio, seen, at least drawn from inspiration 
far nearer the source than any painter of our times has ever 
ventured to approach. And yet such subjects»are handled 
by these masters in a spirit differing widely from that in 
which they approach works of Christian symboliJim. They 
treated them as matters of amusement, — lighter occupations 
in the intervals of their severer studies; and though not, 
perhaps, themselves fully conscious of the fact, the style of 
their works sufficiently proves it to have been so. 

In the new Italian school, the confrary, we find the 
prevailing tendency of artistiq,genius to be an inclination td 
transport itself at once into the regions of mythology, often 
successfully symbolising its most mysterious conceptions. 
Not so fhe old school; at least A so far as I have been able 
to judge. By tltem the ancient mythology is employed 
merely as a recognised symbolic power ; from it they borrow 
allegories and ideas, when less holy solemnity is required 
than in the highest subjects of Christian faith. The sense 
in which they are employed is, moreover, very arbitrary, 
differing widely from the meaning assigned to them in 
modern times. The oldest romantic, or ProvCft^a^oets, gave 
them the same signification. Their God of Love bears as 
little resemblance to tlie Greek Eros, as the Mercury «f 
Mantegna does to the classic Hermes. A picture illustrative 
of these remarks may be seen in the Salon of Designs. It is 
a water-colour drawing b}' Perugino, representing the strife 
of Virtue and Pleasure. Two delicate trees, the one bright 
and clear, full of little winged loves, the other gloomy, with 
a solitary owl sitting amid the branches, indicate the contest 



54 


PAINTINGS IN PABIS, 1802-1804. [LETTER IL 

• 

to be depicted. Female figjires, armed with lances tipped 
with dame, engage in the conflict, some on the side of lovC| 
and^soifte against hvn. The little loves also bear their parts^ 
and* one woman has been attacked by them, and thrown 
joyously on the ground, within the domain of pleasure, 
which is represent^ as a wild and savage forest. A second 
k woman is seen struggling with three or four of these little 
sprites, one of whom she has already killed. The side of 
another woman is menaced by the dart of a little Cupid, a 
second clings to her shoulder, while a third is climbing ui> 
her robe, metamorphosis of Daphne, Europa on the 

bull, and otljer histories from Ovid, are seen in the back¬ 
ground, and Mercury hovers in the air.* The whole com¬ 
position is delicate and expressive, with great clearness of 
outline and fichness of colouring. 

Albert Diirer may be styled the Shaksj)eare of paint¬ 
ing in reference to both Italian scliools; and as both he and 
Raphael may, by the abundance of their poetic inspiration 
and the depth and significance of their* symbolic designs, 
become to the ttrtists of the present day, a wide-spreading 
principle and guiding star of national art, my subsequent 
observations on him must b» more full and particular. 
Thus much is clear: his d^ep-souled genius is more in 
harmony with the style of the old Italians than with the 
modern schools. 

I .shall at present, without further interruption, continue 
ray observations on the works of art here assembled, since 
th <4 examination of this series seems naturally to .suggest 
the origin and explain the tendency of most of the ideas now 
existing on the .subject of art. 

I had recently an opportunity of examining a private 
collection of paintings in the possession of Lucien Buonaparte, 
from whiclf I gained much valuable information. 

Mapy of the paintings have, till very lately, been the pro¬ 
perty of Spain; a country in which many other treasures, 
especially among the works of Raphael, Leonardo, and 
Titian, are still preserved, and little known in compaidson 
with *tfaeir other compositions in France and Italy. A 
description of these paintings will therefore be valuable, as 
an historical record, to those German artists and amateurs 
who have travelled in Italy only. 
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The actual ti'easurea of this ^collection are comparatively 
few in number, and will speedily be discussed. 

I could not, while in this private galley, dismiss the 
reflection, that though artists may regret to see so fi'he a 
collection in the possession of a private individual, and there¬ 
fore inaccessible to the great body of arjists and the public 
in general, the amateur is infinitely a gainer. A private 
collection being to him, in many important particulars, far 
superior to a public exhibition. The rooms occupied by the 
latter are frequently unsuitable, — tlie best paintings hung 
in a bad light, and in other respects rarely arrjyaged as they 
ought to be. In the Parisian Museum these inconveniences 
are peculiarly obvious. Tht grand salon, notwithstanding 
its large dimensions, is not sufficiently spacious to receive the 
j)icture3 without some inconvenience. Lucien fluonaparte's 
collection, being on the contraiy select rather than numerous, 
full justice is done to every picture, and the spectator is 
never cither confused or disturbed in his contemplation by 
unartistlike hanging. There arc, perhaps, one or fwo pic¬ 
tures which might have a better light, biA the hanging is, 
in general, excellent. This is a circumstance of great im¬ 
portance, and after having long suffered inconvenience from 
the neglect of these pariicuhrs, it is doubly felt and appre¬ 
ciated. 

Thi >5 collection is singularly rich in rare works* of tlie 
Spanish school, and those in the National Museum cannot be 
compared with them in point of value. The most remarkable 
are. “ In.spiration,” by Murillo, and a “ Saint at Prayer,” by 
the same. The first represents a monk, in a lonely cell, with 
j)artt‘d lips, his head resting on his hand, and his whole 
attitude expressing intense attention, as if completely carried 
away and entranced by the inwai’d breathings of inspiration, 
and yet (piite self-possessed, and even disjm^'ed^to question 
the reality of tvhat he hears. Though forming nei^er an 
unquestionably beautiful picture, nor a composition of ’un¬ 
fathomable depth and meaning, this monk is yet represented 
with a truth and fervour, which seizes and fixes the attention 
of every beholder, while the execution of the paiifting is 
in a style rarely equalled. There is great sameness in the 
buck-ground : a dull, dark, gold colour, or rather a transparent 
brilliant brown is the only tint employed; this forms a hale 
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rcmnd the head of the inspired one, and being gradnaUj 
shaded into a deeper brown, is lost al|c)gether in the back-, 
ground.* In the upper corner of the’ picture various little 
figutes, suppos^ to indicate the reyelations communicated 
to the prophet, are depicted. This representation rouses us 
to the existence of a completely new .'domain in the sphere of 
art, and no Grerman or Italian painting in any degr^ resem- 
* bles it. We often remark in Spanish painters ah inclination 
to select this rapturous inspiration as the subject of their 
compositions: it is as if they sought to approach the mys¬ 
terious threshold of heaven and heavenly revelations, and 
thought the world of spirits alone a theme worthy the highest 
efforts of genius in their art. The style of painting in these 
pictures is completely original It is easy to say, in general 
terms, that Murillo’s style is not that of the old Italians, that 
he has not the bold outlines of Leonardo, nor tlie pure colour¬ 
ing and glowing life of our best masters. No; his outlines 
are soft, and undecided, and his laboured imitation of natui’e, 
and care in the mixing of his colours, belong rather to the 
later Italian scho^d, and its unwearied diligence and correct- 
nes.s. When I consider the harmony and softness of Murillo’s 
colouring, I am disposed to compare him with Domcnicliino, 
yet this latter master has far piore delicacy of manner, and 
employs brighter tints, sometimes even pure white, in his 
colourilig. Murillo is less brilliant, his designs more 
' severely grand, and more nnilancholy in feeling and expres¬ 
sion ; but his infinite industry in the finish of these indis¬ 
tinct outlines, and in blending hues, is equalled only by the 
later Italians, and among them, perha)is, by Correggio alone: 
like him too Murillo belongs unquestionably to the class of 
musical painters. I have once already attempted to account 
for the indecision of colouring and vagueness of outline in 
painters of*.gelJlUs and originality, by referring it to an assi¬ 
milation with a musical genius and manner of expression; 
b\it where, in these or later p.iinters, it cannot be thus ac- 
coutjted for, it seems to originate only in a very faulty 
tendency to deceptive representations of nature — an error 
whiclp it scarcely belongs to the peculiar province of a 
treatise on the art to notice The musical tendency of 
Murillo’s genius is also evident in his selection of subjects, 
and the sentimental expression of all his pictures. This, 
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however, is more or less apparent in* all pi^tiiigs ii^^the 
Spanish school. They are chanurtmised by a serious expres¬ 
sion of melancholy grace, belongmg to the highest ^nge of 
art. The prevailing subjects are reli^ou^ There is at 
Dresden a Madonna in this style by Velasquez, and one very 
similar in the Parisian Museom, the design after Murillo. A 
beggar boy, by the same master, was also for a short time 
exhibited here. This boy appears bowed by misery and 
want. His ragged clothing, and the wretched furniture 
around, are in melancholy harmony with the couj^nance 
and attitude of the*boy struggling with hunger and neglect: 
tlie whole is bitterly' and painfully real. It iS* certainly a 
splendid painting, though idealists may tum^ fiom it in dis¬ 
gust ; but is not this a superficial feeling, a8*if all depended 
on the subject, and not rather on the peculiar manner in 
which it is treated? A beggar boy is, it is true, always a 
beggar boy; yet in how many different ways maji he not be 
represented ! A humourist will seize and depict only the 
comic points in ins outward appearance, giving to tbp coun¬ 
tenance that expression of easy indifference to care which a 
tlioughtless character may retain, even in tTie lowest depths 
of misery. A deeply-eontemplative painter, a Leonardo or 
Diirer for instance, will fix his ideas on*the confusion and 
distraction which misery usually imparts to the countenance, 
and ev(‘n to the character, and enter so deeply into its influ¬ 
ence ofl tlie mind, that the perfection of his conception and 
representation will excite the utmost wonder and astonish¬ 
ment. The severe taste of the Spaniard has represented 
misery in its humiliation, yet accompanied with so nfuch 
inward composure and earnest seriousness, that this indi¬ 
vidual picture sj)eaks to the eye and to the imagination, like 
a general commentary on the moral degradation and poverty 
of our mortal existence. The liandling •of ^is picture, 
excolh'nt as it is, cannot be compared with those of “ Inspi¬ 
ration ” and “ Prayer,’’ already mentioned. The latter is the 
size of life, as exquisitely flnished as the former, to which if is 
in every respect so similar, that little need be said of it. It 
appears, perhaps, more rich in ideal beauty, but that»of the 
Monk displays more true and vigorous genius. The glorious 
expression which in every day life illumines the countenance 
only during the brief moment of rapturous enthusiasm, is 
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seized at its hfghest point, and vividly embodied. Enthusiastic 
inspiration and complete srff-possession, are both at the 
same n^oment felt and expressed; but hour transient, hour 
quiokly passed (that Snoment! 

I have here one observation to make, which, though 
applicable to all paintings of the Spanish school, is especially 
80 to those I have ^ust described. A strongly marked na- 
* tional physiognomy characterises every countenance, diffi¬ 
cult to define by any decided features, and yet so striking ns 
to be evident at the first glance. So also the figures of 
Leonardo and Raphael are eminently Italian, and those of 
Diirer and lilis followers no less German in character. This 
proves at least,that'painters, if left to the influence of indi¬ 
vidual taste and personal predilections, instead of employing 
in every suljject one general ideal type, cannot, even in such 
characters as these, escape from their own individuality, 
or avoid introducing that peculiar national physiognomy 
with which they are familiar. This is at least like the art 
and manner of the old school; an art and manner which our 
modern artists aje become far too wise to adopt. But this 
very i-eason impels me the more frequently to insist upon 
the fact which I dnsire so much to impress upon their minds: 
that those who -will generalisi^ and who indulge in purely 
abstract ideas, act in opposition to the whole circle of anti¬ 
quity. • A very remarkable difference exists, in this respect, 
between tlie progress of the •Id Italian and German Schools. 
In the former, beginning from Ghirlandajo, or even earlier, 
the figures have a very distinct Italian character: the great 
masters of a riper pei'iod heightened this originally severe 
nationality into a greater ideality of expression, combined, 
nevertheless, with a life-like personality, until this too is lost 
in the eclectic style of modern times, and becomes an abstract 
generality qf, fca^mres, an empty charm of expression devoid 
of character or significance. 

In the following short notice, I shall mention the finest 
pi*()ductions of the Italian school, contained in the collec¬ 
tion of Lucien Buonaparte. 

A ‘‘ Crucifixion,” attributed to IVIichelangelo ; in colours, 
but of small dimensions, for which reason 1 will not ven¬ 
ture to make it the foundation ol' any observations, as this 



LETTER n.] TITIAN.—PERUGINO.—ALLOBI. 59 

master can be understood and studied only’in his fresco 
paintings at Rome. • 

A “ Leda,” by Andrea del Sarto j 6f small , propor¬ 
tions, yet not absolutely diminutive, is orft of the finest 
paintings of that master. Leda stands naked in the centre, 
the swan near her, and the little cygnets breaking through 
their shells, and creeping out upon the ground. The coun¬ 
tenance of Leda displays a singular combination of maternal 
instinct and unrefined voluptuousness. 

The “ Prodigal Son,” by Titian, a large picture the 
size of life. The figures, though rather in the style of Paul 
Veronese, are by no means the best part of thi/painting, but 
the landscape is inexpressibly beautiful. T]ie entire back¬ 
ground is occupied by a chain of blue hills of heavenly 
beauty, and somewhat in the style of Bellini. Is it con¬ 
ceivable, that after seeing a landscape such as this, which is 
not only symbolic, but at the same time a correct imitatian 
of nature, artists can be satisfied with merely making copies 
of beautiful scenes ? , 

A “ Spiritual Prince,” by Perugino. Ip the background 
are four saints in pairs reverentially kneeling. This pic¬ 
ture is small, and in the gimple unadorned manner of that 
master; yet it is valuable as a memento, though but a feeble 
one, of the fine style of the earlier masters, because the artist 
does not suffer his figures to appear like wandering phantoms 
gleamfng theatrically through ^loud and sunshine, but de¬ 
signs them, however sm.all their proportions, w'ith firm, 
decided outlines, and in perfect symmetry, with great breadth 
of light and shade, while with silent assiduity he designs 
the lovely and expressive symbols of universal piety, invest¬ 
ing them with all appropriate beauty of colouring like a 
hieroglyjihie scroll. 

A “ Venus,” by Allori; larger than life. J?he goddess 
lies unrobtid in the foreground, defending herself with her 
right arm against the attacks of a little Cupid, and* endea¬ 
vouring, unless I am deceived, to get possession of his b&w. 
Her upturned head is, in spite of its strong individuality, 
full of fascination ; the figure is certainly that of a splendid 
woman, the colouring warm and powerful, the finishing 
elaborate, and the execution worthy the daring idea of de¬ 
picting the goddess of love in naked beauty, and of more than 
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human propdttions. Thus the great geniuses of former 
ages imagined their gods, and thus strove to place them in 
their majestic identity before the eyes of the wondering 
spectators. This is h most valuable work, and of surpassing 
excellence: it would be difficult to find any picture of the 
later Italian school more grandly imagined, and few are so 
powerfully executed; while still the delicate charm with 
which this master adorns pictures of smaller dimensions 
smiles on us in the richly-finished head and ringlets of the 
little Cupid. 

Paintings by this master^ are rarely seen; the Parisian 
Museum has'^iot one in its present colle-ction. 

The “Portrait of Francis the First,” by Leonardo, is 
here exhibited; it is one of the most skilfully finished that 
we have of this master’s. Beyond it, is a half-length of a 
woman holding a wine-cup ; her countenance seems familiar 
to« us, and iias certainly many of those peculiarities which 
distinguish the school of Leonardo; it somewhat resembles 
the “ H^odias” in the Parisian Museum. The most valuable 
work of Leonardo's in this collection is an allegorical picture 
representing “ Modesty and Vanity,”* and seems intended to 
contrast a spiritual and retiring^ piety with worldly vanity 
and pomp. It is a half-length, and contains these two figures 
only: the Good Principle is here kept rather in the back¬ 
ground,, its influence being, as the intention of the subject 
requires, rather negative thafc actual, and the coloui’ing of 
the figure is dim and feeble; perhaps only to heighten the 
effect by contrasting it with the highly-finished personifica¬ 
tion «f Worldly Vanity, its self-satisfied smile and elaborate 
costume. This design is extremely significant. Symbolic 
paintings of this character require to be severely analysed ; 
we must look through the life-like individuality apparent in 
the working out . of the design, and penetrate its abstract 
idea, striving to trace the deep, hidden meaning of the phi¬ 
losopher’s soul through the exterior garb of art. 

Tiiis collection, besides a “ Sketch for the head of Je¬ 
hovah,” by Raphael, and a charming “Portrait of the Painter 
il Fattore,” contains two “Madonnas,’’one of which, purchased 
in Spain, may compete with the noblest conceptions of that 
glorious genius. It is the size of life, the landscape open and 

* This picturu is now in the Sciarra Place, Home. 
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glowing, and in this respect also, as well as in the brilliant 
beauty of the colouring, surprisingly and charmingly similar 
to that known as the Giardiniera. The ahild is sleeping*, 
and the mother silently withdraws the Teil tl^at covers him, 
to gaze upon him, while St. John stsmds praying by’ her 
side. The entire composition, and particularly the attitude 
of the sleeping child, is very like that known by the name 
of the Silence, which has been already described, and is be¬ 
sides familiar from having been frequently the subject of 
engravings. This picture seems, indeed, a combination of 
the Giardiniera and the Silence, different portions of it 
appearing to be borrowed as much from one <as the other, 
so that it is difficult to say which of the two it most resembles- 
The head and countenance of the little Sf. John, though 
intrinsically childlike, happy, and vigorous, are broader, 
and not altogether so noble as in other Holy Families by 
Raphael. The same may be said of the infant Christ, and a!|^o 
of another Madonna of Raphael’s in this collection, and 
which resembles the Madonna della Sedia, both in the ex« 
pression of the countenance, and also in the m^ner in 
which tlie Blessed Mother holds the child f at least as far as 
we are able to form an opinion from copi|‘S and engravings, 
the original being deposited*in the palace of St. Cloud, and 
therefore not accessible to the public. The Madonna in 
this collection is called the “ Vierge aux Candelabres,”! from 
the ornaments surrounding it. , All these compositions com¬ 
bine to prove the truth of my former assertion, that Ra¬ 
phael’s numerous pictures of the Virgin follow each other 
in regular order and gradation, clearly showing the transi¬ 
tion in his mind from one idea of the appropriate treatment 
of his subject to another. "We see him striving to embody 
the ideal ibrra imaged in his soul by various and almost in¬ 
congruous methods; we follow him tlirou^ every modifica¬ 
tion of earthly charms and loveliness, from tll^ Giardiniera 
and the Madonna della Sedia to the highest degree of godlike 
sublimity, as displayed in the great picture of the Madoana 
at Dresden.I Finally, a marvellously beautiful “ Holy Fa- 

• A picture in which ihe infant Christ is represented asleep is gene¬ 
rally called “ Silentium.” 

Now in the palace at Lucca. Kuglcr's Translation, 80. 9. 

i The Uaphael-like “ Madonnas” at Florence arc deeply imbued with 
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mily,” by Bellini, a half-length, tlie size of life; on a light 
ground and with brilliant lights introduced. On the right 
of the ^ectator is a saint turning alFectionately towards the 
chil^; on the l^ft, Joseph, a majestic old man; the Virgin is 
in the centre. The child’s attention seems occupied partly 
by the old man, and partly by St. John, who stands, praying, 
below in the foreground; his arras are folded upon his 
breast; his eyes deep black, and hair black and curling; the 
whole figure beautifully childlike, and simple, full of truth 
and nature. The countenance of the saint is graceful and 
expressive, rather resembling one of those in the train of 
Mary aseerfthng to the Temple, in Bellini’s beautiful pic¬ 
ture at Dresden. Not so the Blessed Virgin : her coun¬ 
tenance wears‘an expression of lauguor, or even sadness, 
which makes it bewitchingly tender. This intentional con¬ 
trast to the brilliant beauty of the surrounding figures is 
most plea^ng; it seems as though the painter would fain 
have given Her some charm more exalted than mere beauty, 
and thus indicate the Divinity, ■which it is impossible to 
represent. The child is even more wonderful. Any one 
whose ideas of irt go no further than the correct imitation 
of what is beautifiil and charming, will admire it but little, 
preferring rather the infant St. John. But the rapt, me¬ 
ditative air of the Saviour, thb clustering curls that crown 
his hctjid with peculiar beauty, the clear and well defined 
outline of the figure, which is, notwithstanding, round .and 
childish in contour, immediately inspire the thought that 
this child is no ordinary creation, nor is it possible to en¬ 
tertain any other idea than that he is divine. What could 
be a more worthy object of the painter’s art. in such a sub¬ 
ject, or rather such an ideal conception as this? By the 
union of apparently incongruous materials indicating, rather 
than attempting,^ to picture the indescribable and unseen ;— 

the expression of silent devotion and inward piety. They are of moderate 
diMeiisions, and the treatment very simple. One is in the Cas<i Tem]>i, 
the other in the Pitti Palace; not, however, forming' part of the collec¬ 
tion, hut hung, when I saw it in 1819, in the Grand Duke's chamber. 
This latter is indeed worthy of the highest praise, and, with the similar 
pictures of the Madonna, might occupy a middle place in the complete 
series, as forming a link between tbe almost too childlike, yet lovely 
Giardinicrn, and the grand pictures in his later manner. 
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this is tbe only stylo of painting to which the >term Ideality 
can with justice be applied; a^d therefore this conception 
of the Saviour, in which nature p,ppears to. have united and 
modified all her contending faculties, is essentially childlike, 
and for that reason correct, it having been a too common 
error with other masters to attempt to convey an idea of the 
in-dwelling power of divinity by a wild and unchildlike 
seriousness. 

This collection contains several other valuable paintings 
of the Italian School. One is a most beautiful “Judith,” but 
the painter’s name is unknown to me. A “Magdalene,” by 
Guido, not only excelling most of the pictures J have seen 
by this master, but in warmth and richness of colouring 
surpassing even the Fortuna (No- 800.) in the* Musee. Also 
a few other portraits and small pictures of the old school, 
many of which, though at first thrown into the background 
by the vicinity of such acknowledged masterpieces of genius, 
deserve separate study and attention, because reiterated exa¬ 
mination frequently reveals new, beautiful, and characteristic 
ideas. 

This hasty notice may, in the meantiihe, be of service 
to those who comprehend and enter into t^e designs of such 
compositions, enabling theifi t«) estimate rightly the value 
and importance of this noble collection. 

May I here be permitted to pause for a moment, be¬ 
fore proceeding to the consideration of other memorials of 
the art of painting, and select this place as well adapted for 
the introduction of a few general observations which will 
form the best preparation for our future researches? ,An 
examination of all the really important paintings now col¬ 
lected at Paris, such as I hope gradually to complete, and 
which 1 shall strive to render as perfect as possible, may 
become historically valuable to posterity ; and I am induced, 
to attempt the execution of it, believing that fl* cannot fail 
to interest every real lover of the art; but as it is scarcely 
possible to describe painting, except from some definite point, 
and ill accordance with some peculiar and determined feature 
of the art, I have endeavoured to fix on some such principle 
as the basis of every idea and observation here introduced; 
and although I presume not to anticipate a general and un¬ 
reserved assent to my opinions, I must hope that many even 
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of those whcf differ from me will percdive with pleasure the 
ttdyantage of such unity and connection as I have thought 
to preserve throughout. I feci it, therefore, incumbent on 
me,to afford my rea!ders some insight into my general feeling 
for the art, and to trace to their source those peculiar ideas 
and principles, in regard to manner alid style, to which pos¬ 
sibly their attention may now be directed for the first time: 
so that every one will easily perceive the particular grounds 
on which we agree or differ in opinion, as well as the grounds 
on which that difference rests; and this criterion will make 
him the better able to judge how far ray observations are 
likely to guide him, and in what points they militate against 
his own opinions. 

It must, in the first place, be remembered, that the follow¬ 
ing ideas are far from being designed to form any thing like 
an arbitrary or well-digested theory, but are almost entirely 
{Vcactical, ijeing founded on examples of the finest and most 
excellent compositions of the German and Italian masters ; 
indeed I have had no other object in view than to lead back 
the taste of modern times, and to form it in some degree on 
the models of the"fee old masters. I would only remind those 
who are prone to^hilosophise even in the study of the arts, 
that there would be no difficulty in collecting all that is 
known and acknowledged to he actually correct and right 
in paiijting, and condensing it into certain general rules and 
axioms; but that, at the same time, the true idea of \he. ait 
might be completely lost sight of, not only as it is traced in 
the systems of the great masters before mentioned, but even 
in those more important principles founded on the essential 
quab'ties of the human intellect and organisation, and the 
observation of nature. Consequently, the very facility of 
such a system as the above makes it the less desirable to be 
attempted, a^ lil^ply to lead to great misapprehensions and to 
militate against the true interests of the art. The divine repre¬ 
sentative art does, indeed, comprehend something more than 
the mere delineation of human nature, which such an arbi¬ 
trary classification of its powers would seem to imply. Con¬ 
secrated as it is to the glorification of the Divinity, we must 
seek those results which we are accustomed to extol so 
highly, in an original freedom of will and emancipation from 
all arbitrary restraint, because, knowing and living among 
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things of ordinary necessity and indispensabiUty alone, it 
can attain the highest strength freedom, only as an excep¬ 
tion to general rules, and tlie positive, only by refusing * to 
submit to conventional restrictions. "Wte perlnfps say 
of many very useful arts, that they ncces-sarily arise as the 
reason of mankind becomes developed and material objects 
concuf~to render them necessary or desirable. But far be it 
from me thus to sin against the hallowed art of painting: it 
is tiot necessary to the existence of mankind. Its pure 
being has no influence upon the n.alural system, and if an¬ 
nihilated, it ivould make no change in the laws which govern 
the world, nor rob its arrangement of either •strength or 
order. Yet were this mor • than intellectual, this truly 
heaven-inspired art destroj ed, man would lose one of the 
most powerful means of uniting with the Divinity, of draw¬ 
ing himself closer to the Godhead. In this instance, as well 
as in many others, it would be well if philosophy thougl^ 
less of investigating and scientifically explaining* the idea 
of divinity; of defining, and proving, and attempting, as it 
were, to bring it inaterially before our eyes, because,’ by so 
doing, it completely mistakes its true principle, denies its 
.spirituality, weaving into it the idea ol'eart|^ly necessity, and 
drawing it down wdthin the sphere of exact thought and rea¬ 
soning, tlius aflbriling unlimited satisfaction to those who 
alU'getlier deny a positive manifestation of the Dternal. 

TJie hlea of tlie art can he exi^lained only through, and in 
connexion witli, practical representation, and its theoretical 
j)rinciples must be sought and traced in the experience of 
history. , 

The opinions here advanced have been touched upon in 
a preceding portion of this work, and are now merely bi ought 
together in a more distinct form. 8till they are for the most 
part inconclusive, and leave the freest and fullest scope for 
further elucidation by originality and creative ^hius, when 
once the right j’nth ot' painting shall be found, or rather 
when men shall once more return to walk in it. « 

Tlie first of these immutable principles is, that there 
is, properly speaking, no peculiar branch in the art of 
painting, except the complete compositions, usually termed 
historical, but which, iiastead of being restricted to any such 
specific name or title, should rather be generally teraged 

V 
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symbolic paifctings. What is usually said of other branches 
treated as in themselves dis^nct and unconnected, is a vain 
and imaginary delusion. Landscape, for example, forms the 
baokgrbund itj those pictures of the higher class which I 
term symbolic, and is in its proper sphere and endowed with 
its full force of expression when thus introduced alone. In 
foregrounds, howea^cr, it should be very slightly treated, 
lest too great correctness and minuteness produce the effect 
of a representation of inanimate nature alone. In this 
manner the beautiful landscapes of Leonardo, Raphael, 
Titian, and Bellini are treated. A mere representation of 
inanimate oature, wdthout reference to any other object, 
cannot be very interesting; but becomes, when in its proper 
sphere and appropriately treated, fraught with beauty and 
expression : as for example, when broken and scattered, as 
we see the foregrounds of Diirer’s compositions, or when in- 
^jToduced with such wonderful effect by Mantegna, or in still 
higher perfection by Leonardo: it is indeed employed more 
or less by all the great masters of antiquity. The effect of 
such accessory works (as they may be called) depends almost 
entirely on thffir entering appropriately into the general 
structure of the design ; and so again their significance is in¬ 
creased by the admirable and Artistic beauty of their treat¬ 
ment. The same observation applies to the so-called flower- 
piecesji which ai'e significative only when used to crown some 
picture, with tlie expressioii,of which they form an b^rinoni- 
ous combination, as was first most ably demonstrated by Cor¬ 
reggio, Raphael, and Mantegna. Indeed, all these accessories 
derive their interest from forming component pai-ts of an en¬ 
tire composition. Symbolism api)ears to have been a primary 
object with all the earlier masters. Without it, landscape and 
still-life painting becomes a mere exercise of mechanical fa¬ 
cility in surmounting difficulties, or ev^en declines into a dis¬ 
cordant anffworthless medium for the bare copying of visible 
and sensible charms; or still woise, a most unartistic coraraon- 
piace. Even portrait-painting forms no exception to this rule. 
It is no less necessary than landscape in every perfect 
composition, and woe to that historical picture which con¬ 
tains 'no figure or countenance likely to excite the remark 
that its expression of truth aud intelligence produces the 
effect of a portrait, even though it be not one ! It is cer¬ 
tainly no subject of reproach to an artist, if besides those 
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more important works, in the production of^which. eveiy 
effort of his genius is concentrated, he occasionally imagines 
some isolated and expressive countenance, and fixes his 
mind upon the contemplation of it. Many* great fnasjers 
have done this, and we find designs of theirs rich in inven¬ 
tive genius, yet either left unexecuted or finished on a plan 
totally different to* the original design. <A11 these sketches 
should, however, be treated merely as fragments; outlines 
and ideas for future works ; or studies, intended for the in¬ 
dividual benefit of the painter; not complete or finished 
works of art. 

The historical interest attaching to portrakft, as faith¬ 
ful representations of remarkable personages of other times, 
will always give them a certain value, evdn though not 
exalted by artistic treatment and feeling. The same may 
be said of landscape-drawing, since, if true to nature, it 
places before our eyes some beloved and familiar^pot in aU 
its native beauty ; or perhaps a wondrous scene in some far 
distant land, a magnificent assemblage of mountains, woods, 
and water. What eye would not rejoice to wander over a 
representation of such lovely scenes,—peAaps situated in 
a part of the world so distant, that there ii* little probability 
of their ever being personalfy visited; dr still njore, when 
the picture recalls familiar Scenes, localities endeared by 
memory and associations ? Thus we value a collection of 
engravifigs presenting true poitraits of personages famed 
in history, or representations of people and of customs 
in distant parts of the world, or of whatever our native 
country may contain of rare and valuable, harmouieing 
with the before-named characteristics of the art. Still, 
tliese accessories can no more be styled essential branches of 
the art, than works of travel, however interesting, or of 
biography, though inspired by the utmost tjjste and feeling, 
can deserve to be ranked among poetical works; notwith¬ 
standing the acknowledged truth that just delineations of 
character and glowing descriptions of nature form essentikl 
parts of a perfect poem, of which indeed they arc necessary 
elements. However, we cannot be astonished that portrait 
and landscape painting should be. highly esteemed; for, apart 
from the personal or historical interest attached to a por¬ 
trait, the delineation of the human countenance must always 
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rank amons fhe lushest efforts of the art. Tlie view of a 
rich landscape, whetlicr repwjscnted in a picture or seen in 
the brighter beauty of nature herself, excites in every sus¬ 
ceptible mind ioothftif!; and agreeable sensations; yet, as in 
nature herself, the original expression remains the same^ 
with little change or variety, there must necessarily be a 
certain degree of monotony in the enjoyment imparted by 
such representations. Generally, however, the symbolic 
will very easily overj)ower and efface the natural expres¬ 
sion in isolated landscapes; and it is for this reason, that 
having once consented to consider landscape-painting as 
Q separate t«*ancb, I prefer the adoption of a simple con¬ 
fined style, like that of Kuysdael, in whose paintings a 
few trifling circumstances of ordinary nature are, by per¬ 
fect artistic treatment and the deep sentiment imparted to 
them, exalted into a splendid work of art, in which nature 
rtt*^cals hgrself in a flood of gushing beauty to the eyes 
of every one capable of feeling and appreciating her charms. 
In fact^ such a painting offers a completely artistic re])re- 
sentation ; while, on the contrary, in every other description 
of landscape, not excepting even that lofty style in whicli 
Claude Lorraine #unquestionably holds the first rank, the 
painter enters the lists agains\ nature herself, vieing with 
her in the delineation of her ttighest and grandest scenes of 
beautj^ If the result be successful, our astonishment sub¬ 
dues every other feeling, abforbing even tJie pure sentiment 
of the art; and still it must be remembered that the ma¬ 
jesty of nature will ever remain unattainable, even by the 
higJ-iest artistic efforts. 

Every art should strive to attain perfection in what 
peculiarly cljaracterises and distinguishes it froin others. If 
sculpture be most fitted to rc])resent the pure simple forms of 
actual rnatcjial^beauty, — if music, tne language of the soul, 
concentrate in herself tlie power of arousing every deeper feel¬ 
ing,— so the most appropriate spiicre of the spiritual art of 
pfiinting, its fittest aim and object, is the imparting a glorified 
expression to individual figures, or diffusing a divine and 
holy i^entiment tlirougiiout a composition. 

Not only are the productions of the art often divided into 
the so-called branches and species, tliereby destroying its very 
essence and vitality, but tlio art itself is further subdivided into 
certain fixed elements, styled design, expression, colouring, 



LETTER n.] DESIGN AND INVENTION. 69 

and I know not what. Thus to sever wliat is originallj and 
eternally one, is a most destructive error, and the lofty spirit 
eludes the rude grasp of those who t^ould thus ^lishly 
disturb its perfect unity. Yet this analysis Of the art, *thi8 
reducing it to its primitive elements, is no new error, that is 
to say, it has not originated entirely with the moderns. It 
may be recognised even in the Carracci, £&id we are indebted 
to Mcngs for having made it most clearly evident. No 
painter can in truth be called a good master who does not 
set himself in decided opposition to such a mode of reason¬ 
ing; and that critic knows little of painting who Relieves that 
Raphael’s colouring or Correggio’s designs niiglit have been 
altered and thereby improved. It is vexatiyus continually 
to repeat this ali)habet of the first principles of painting. 
If people must divide and analyse, let them confine their 
operations to things wliich may be divided,—and what are 
these ? The letter and the spirit—words and ideas. Be¬ 
tween these there will always exist a chasm, whether we 
consider the arts, or jihilosophy, or real life; how many ex¬ 
cellent pictures are to be seen, the design of.which we readily 
allow to be noble and admirable, but the execution, although 
artistic and uncommon, ■wc yat feel, is for 1‘rom carrying out 
the full significance and intenjion of the conception. Other 
pictures may be cited, admirable in execution, yet in wliich 
the idea (since a picture can scarcely be formed without 
some ideal design) is yet far h% significant than in many 
other compositions. But it is for i»erfect execution, or what 
people usually consider as the whole of the art, to combine 
every essential element—correct outline, as w'dl as appropri¬ 
ate colouring and expression,—so that united they may form 
an harmonious and indivisible whole. The invention must also 
be so managed, tliat what is called order and arrangement may 
be combined therewith j in a word, it mifst-be poetry in 
painting. Not tliat the .subject need be poetical; yet the 
painter, if he would he worthy of the name and not merely 
a servile eo})yi3t, must inwardly conceive and arrange the 
design lie seeks to represent. The spirit and the letter too, 
mechanism and poetr}', are all elements of painting, although 
it is possible for one to exist in far greater perfection than, or 
even in tlie absence of, the other. It wdll be expedient, before 
proceeding further, to explain a jiossible misunderstanding in 
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regard to the cultivation of poetry, to which these observa¬ 
tions may give birth. A punter must be a poet. This is 
beyond* all questioq: not however a poet in words, but in 
colouring. Sfill, poetry must be as completely diffused 
throughout the whole composition as it is in the works of an 
actual poet, if they be indeed poetry. The example of the 
old masters affords us here the best guiding star. It is 
true, if poetry be supposed to exist in words alone, very few 
of the antique pictures can be termed poetic, and those few 
rather frivolously imagined and not of the loftiest grade. 
But we unil^rstand the word in a more extended sense, as 
exemplifying the poetic idea of things ; and this the old 
masters imbibed from its purest source. Their poetry took 
its rise sometimes in religion, as in Angelico, Perugino, and 
Fra Bartolommeo, and many others; sometimes in philo- 
soi)hy, as in the deeply meditative Leonardo; or, was drawn 
e(!Jually frtim both, as in the unfathomable DQrer. The 
actual poetry of that period, as known in the world, and by 
paintens, was far less poetical, if I may be permitted the ex¬ 
pression, than the devotional ideas of the Catholic faith, or 
the contemplative philosophy of the artist. But since then, 
philosophy has chitted the region of mathematics and na¬ 
tural science, and withdrawn ipto the realm of pure, abstract 
ideas and words, whither the painter is not permitted to 
follow'her; and since then too, religion becoming more con¬ 
fined within the province of*'ethics, the painter, whoi^e art is 
far more universal and comprehensive than cither music or 
sculpture, has no resource left but to seize and employ every 
thing beautiful and innnortal which he can gather from other 
arts, and more cspeciiilly from poetry, in whose glorious in¬ 
spiration he finds united both the pure simplicity of devo¬ 
tion, and the profound natural philosophy of other days. 
Now it is b^oiW all doubt, that this poetical expression may 
be traced in all ancient picture?, both of the Italian and 
Carman schools, and was the moving principle and the ulti¬ 
mate aim of all the old masters; my present observations on 
the principal paintings of the old schools, are confined to 
the sftnple object of tracing and pointing out more suc¬ 
cessfully this poetical design. And the following remarks 
may help to explain tlie practical notions generallj" exist¬ 
ing concerning the poetical ideas of the ancient masters. 
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Peofde say, “ the painter should study nature,* or, to speak 
more correctly, the divinity that is in nature. Let it not 
be imagined that this is a mere speculative subtijty: my 
meaning must be obvious to all whose minds are not eai- 
tirely unskilled in tracing the connexion between words 
and ideas; and the artist especially will feel the distinction 
to be most just, although it is possibte that he may not 
himself find language, or be able to explain in words his 
own deeply felt idea so clearly, as an unmoved spectator. 
What then is the divinity in nature ? It is not life o&d 
strength alone, but the one incomprehensible union of soul, 
expression, and individuality; and this we belfeve to be the 
proper aim of painting. Sculpture may perhaps more suc¬ 
cessfully embody the ever-springing life, the inexhaustible 
strength of nature, or give the simplest imitation of ma¬ 
terial forms, or the contrast of happiness and death; but 
painting will mistake her own peculiar province^if, instead 
of following the track of the old masters, she diverges fi'om 
it to pursue the objects more peculiarly appertaining to 
sculpture, which must result only in vain ^elusive attempts, 
or in producing a feeble and sickly shadow of the antique. 
And this brings me to a tliii^ and most important principle, 
—painting must be painting, and nothing else;—and how¬ 
ever trite and commonplace this observation may appear, it 
is in general far too little regarded. I would therefore en¬ 
force it with all the earnestnefe which its importance de¬ 
mands. It is true that I have extolled some paintings as 
characteristic and significant in which I have nevertheless 
traced a prevailing tendency to the musical expression. ‘But 
I employed tliis tiirm chiefly in reference to the governing 
idea of the composition, and the grandeur with which that 
idea is expressed ; besides, it is not always jiossible to resist 
the influence of a great and genial error, preiuiiling so uni¬ 
versally among the friends of the art. Neitlicr is it neces¬ 
sary to warn artists of the present day against the errors 
of Correggio, since they are, not likely to be in danger from 
his example until they reach a very high degree of excel¬ 
lence as painters, of which at present they give liMle pro¬ 
mise. The, prevailing tendency to identify painting with 
sculpture is an error far more dangerous and exceptionable 
than musical painting, and leads to a complete misconception 
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cf both. In*the French school this error is peculiarly con¬ 
spicuous, and the ground of *it may also be traced in Mengs. 
A souu^ inquiry* into and examination of the principles of 
the. antique mil fully prove that painting is not sculpture, 
«ad that the ideal of the two arts is completely distinct. 
Should it be objected that to insist upon the prevalence of 
the poetical idea, i^ to oppose the assertion that painting 
must primarily be itself and nothing else, we reply, first— 
that poetry alone, amongst all other arts, enters intrinsically 
into the genius of each, and forms a general and universal 
link between all, however otherwise distinct; and secondly, 
that in speaking thus I refer to artistic invention which is 
poetical only in the subject and meclianism, the creation of 
which must of course difier greatly from the actual poetry 
of words. 


* LETTER III. 

The Treasures of tht^Art cxeinplificd in a Recapitulation of different 
Paintings belonging to the old Italian School. — ITie “ Carita,” of 
Andrea flel Sarto, and *• A Deposifion Irom the Cross,” by Bramante; 
“ St. ^Agatha," by Sebastian del Pioinbo. —- On Martyrdom, as a 
Theme for the Art, and the earliest Subjects of Christian Paiptings— 
On Uiiret’s Designs, considered os suggestive Ideas for Paintings. — 
The ‘‘ Madonna della Sedia,” and the “ S.aint Cecilia,” of Raphael.— 
P.sintings by Le Sueur. — Remarka on a few .antique early French 
Monuments; on Painting on Glass. — The “ Antiope” of Titian. 

The art of painting having gradually abandoned its early 
office of adorning the sacred edifices of the Christian faith, 
and placing riie^ystcries of our holy religion more clearly 
and beautilully before the eycs-ot'uien than could be effected 
by W'ords alone, became ere long frivolous and unmeaning, 
tilk vacillating between misconceptions of the ideal and a 
foulty struggle after ipere effect, it wandered still farther 
from tl^e high object to which it had been originally devoted, 
and eventually degenerated into uninteresting and common¬ 
place generalities. Every atteinjrt to separate the theory 
of the art from its practice will in the same manner lead 
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invariably either to empty generalities or fantastic dreams 
of the imagination. In pursuing, therefore, my pr^ent 
attempt to develope the true and corrwt’principle# of'the 
art, 1 shall, instead of confining myself to a Theoretical'*out« 
line alone, accompany my observations by such an uninter¬ 
rupted description of various old paintings as may amply 
sutflce to illustrate the. ideas suggested. This description 
will form an appropriate introduction to my subsequent 
remarks, the results of which will thus rise natnraliy, and 
arrange themselves according to certain general principles 
whose innate affinity and connection will be easily perceived 
by every reflecting mind. * 

It is true that no cont( mplation of worlds of art can be 
throughout entirely systematic, more especially at the pre¬ 
sent time; still the unconnected character of these obser¬ 
vations need not by any means interfere with the general 
unity of the views set forth in the minds of thos** whollSve 
already imbibed correct ideas of the art; and it may be in a 
certain degree advantageous, as serving continually to re¬ 
mind us of a fact in the history of art, \<^ich ought never 
to be forgotten. A fragmentary form is indeed the most 
appropriate for observation^ on an art^^vhich is in itself no 
more than a fragment, the ruined remains of by-gone times. 
The great body of Italian paintings is torn in pieces and dis¬ 
persed, and rarely, very rarely, indeed, do we see any atten¬ 
tion given to the older masters ff the Italian school, or to the 
study of their works, although the original idea and object 
of the art is iar more simply ond naturally expressed in their 
compositions than in those of a later period. The old Ger¬ 
man school is in even a more deplorable state, although its 
preservation is of equal, perhaps even of greater importance ^ 
than the other, on account of the decided superiority it 
evinces in principles and technicalities, beeawe also it was 
more true to the object of religion, and besides remained 
always pure, painting, not infringing the limits which pro¬ 
perly divide that art from others. Yet, both German and 
Italian schools are now almost entirely unknown. The art, 
as a whole, no longer exists, and a few vanishing* traces 
alone remain which may again furnish ideas for future de¬ 
velopment to those who, alive to the spirit of the past, are 
prepared to imbibe them. As we proceed in our survey of 
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modem art, t!^s dismemberment appears to ns under a near 
ligltt. The paintings at pr^ent existing are not only dis¬ 
persed throughouf ai^ lands, and formed into the most hete¬ 
rogeneous collections, not one of which is altogether satis- 
fiactory and complete, but pictures requiring to be viewed 
and studied together are, on the contrary, widely distant 
from each other. Christian art is in itself but a fragment, 
and probably will never be completed; and although this is 
less palpably evident in painting than in the ruined towers 
and churches of Gothic architecture, many of which have 
remained unfinished during the last thousand years, and 
have been suffered in that state to fall into decay and ruin, 
the observation is equally true of painting, and applicable 
to the Italian no less than to the German schools. 

In the sphere of Christian art we frequently find paintings 
even of the earliest style deeply imbued with true ideas of 
artji^nd riah in the most beautiful symbolism; such pictures 
are often also very finely imagined, and correctly and power¬ 
fully ejftecuted, even in those mechanical points in which 
the art was as y^t in its infancy. What an abundance of 
heavenly imaginings are found in the works of Angelico da 
Fiesole! how rich 1* store of puye and lovely ideas! although 
he belongs, in regard to technicalities, to the very infancy 
of the art, and is in this respect far inferior to his contem- 
porarioG of the old German schools. When a higher per¬ 
fection was attained in technical execution, painters, 'feeling 
confidence in their own powers, aimed at combining the 
richest luxuriance of outward charms with the loftier in¬ 
trinsic beauties of soul and expression, and the original 
inspiration thus became clouded by secondary views, until 
K it was at length entirely lost. Artists, ambitious to excite 
astonishment by the display of their extraordinary acquire¬ 
ments and cft^suminate skill, made it their great object to 
charm the senses and communicate voluptuous sensations, 
or, beguiled - into the pursuit of other objects equally fri¬ 
volous and vain, selected their subjects from Pagan mytho¬ 
logy, and even treated sacred themes in a superficial manner: 
addressing themselves to the senses alone, they degenerated 
into an almost heathen style, and that alone woidd suifice 
to render Christian compositions tame and spiritless. The 
Italian school, in its decline, became first studied and un- 
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artistic, and at length descended into a vague*ideality, dea* 
titute of all character and expression. The German schools 
appear to have been less near perfection' than tbe^Italian, 
and their present state is also much more imperfect. ,The 
Reformation, by estranging the ideas of art from their 
accustomed channel of Christian devotion, produced in Ger¬ 
many a violent change and division. Hence ensued in the 
new scliool of the Netherlands a kind of elementary analysis 
of the art, the influence of which induced men, when the 
subverted principles were at length brought into a kind of 
system, to tear from their proper connexion all the un¬ 
imaginative parts of a perfect composition, aiftf treat them 
as distinct branches, thus producing not only landscape and 
portrait'painting, but cooking and kitchen pictures, hunting 
and dog-kennel studies, fruit, flower, and cattle-pieces, archi¬ 
tecture and still-life, domestic scenes, and whimsical cari¬ 
catures, battle-pieces, and half-comic representations e5i4he 
loAver classes of the people; all treated separately and in the 
highest degree of technical perfection, till at last thi| chaotic 
confusion of chivalric designs, and copies of the rudest every¬ 
day subjects, overwhelmed every true i<fea of art, substi¬ 
tuting bare technicalities in their room. 

That happy combination of fine conceptions, perfect out¬ 
lines, and a delicious abundSnee of sensible beauty, which 
characterises the compositions of the old masters* at the 
period* of their greatest brilliancy, existed but for a few 
fleeting moments. The harmonious perfection of every 
part, which is still prized above all other beauties, appears 
to be rather a glorious exception than the general rule/ and 
therefore, easy as it is to describe in general terms the pro¬ 
gress of the art, it is useless to attempt to preserve a severe 
regularity in the explanatory details of each step. One single 
work frequently soars lar above all other p£(^ctions of the 
same master, or is even greatly in advance of the time and 
the general style of art at that period. We must keep 
this observation continually in view during the following 
description, and I shall not neglect to draw attention to it 
■whenever an opportunity occurs of so doing. • 

hlany of tlie piiintings of the later schools now in the 
Grand Salon of the. Louvre have been already exhibited, 
and but few among them deserve especial notice : perhaps 
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one of .the most charming of the newly-exhibited pictures 
is the **^Caritk” of Andrea tiel Sarto (No. 8. in the Cat.). 
Charity,is here personified as a loving mother surrounded 
and (Caressed by her happy children: one at her bosom, one 
in her lap, playing joyously with flowers and fruit, and 
a third lying at her feet in quiet plumber. The mother 
is of lofty staturd, slender in form, and noble in de¬ 
meanour; her countenance and clear, bright eyes very 
beautiful and individual, and the head-dress characteristic 
and appropriate. The idea embodied in this picture is 
simple, beautiful, and easily recognised; its highest charm 
seems to consist in the expression, the cheerful beauty, and 
next to that, perhaps, in the colouring. The blue and 
crimson tints in the mother’s robe are so delicate, trans¬ 
parent and brilliant, and the carnations in the flesh of the 
naked boy sleeping between its folds, so beautifully blended 
an«i*»6-oftl3fc subdued, bright, yet not in the least degree 
glaring, that it seems as if our open glowing eyes drank in 
at every glance the soft fascination of love. This picture 
is one of the old ^collection, and I have never seen any by 
the same master in a similar manner, nor half so exquisitely 
charming. It seAns as if ampng all tlie successors and 
imitators of Iluphael, the excellent Andrea alone had in¬ 
herited the versatility and varied genius of his great master. 
Each of these followers has his own decided manner^ from 
which he rarely deviates, though perhaps, as is the case 
with Giulio Romano, he merely carries some single pecu¬ 
liarity of his master’s genius more fully and powerfully, it 
is trhe, yet, at the same time, wdth a grt'ater degree of pre¬ 
judice and partiality. But, however different the pictures 
of Raphael may be in themselves, his predilection for the 
same oft-repeated subject, and the constantly recurring re- 
semblan^. of w-3my individual figures, make those of Andrea 
del Sarto appear like multiplied variations on the basis of 
the same all-pervading theme 

The “ Birth of the Saviour,” by Spagnuoletto, is re¬ 
markably fine in colouring and expression, deserving of 
notice also from the individual beauty of other parts: few 
pictures by this roaster are free from the defects of the later 
Italian style and the rude school of the naturalist!. The 
lively ultra-marine in the drapery of the mother, and the 
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brilliant reality of the colouring, together with a freshness 
and joyous vigour rarely fouwd among modern Italians, 
rivet our attention to this picture, and perhaps we gaze 
longest on the figure of the old shcplArd, which is alqaost 
larger than life, and being placed close to the margin, on 
the right, seems intended to indicate the foreground. There 
is a bold grandeur both in the figure and the honest, open 
countenance, while the rude and tattered skin with which 
he is girded is painted with a truth and solidity almost like 
nature: the whole figure is uncommon, stepping forward 
with an expression of thoughtfulness and integrity. So fine 
a composition is rarely seen among the Italian paintingd of 
that epoch. Possibly the Spaniard may have engrhfted his 
own serious character on the ordinary Italic manner, and 
in fact the apparent solidity and general treatment remind 
us rather of Murillo than of the laborious industry of the 
Netherlands. j— 

A “ Visitation of the Virgin,” by Andrea da*Salerno * 
(No. 5.), is completely in the old style, although not of very 
early date. “ Zacharias” is a portrait of the poet Bernardo 
Tasso, and the other figures represent •farious historical 
characters of Salernof: it is not of muclfc value generally, 
and marked on the whole b^ a sort of similarity with the 
bad or indifferent pictures ol*the old German and Flemish 
schools rather than with the best. We trace a surprising 
resemblance in the old manne* of both these schools, not 
in their most excellent paintings alone, but also in their 
worst; a convincing proof that both Germans and Italians^ 
drew their earliest inspiration from the same source. * 

There is here an excellent female portrait by Bordone, 
and also the “Ring of St. Mark” (No. 15.). The latter is 
a large picture in the Venetian style, rich in figures, and full 
of life and action: it represents the assetj|l||ed iipblcs of 
Venice, while a poor fisher, humbly approaching, * inhibits 
to tliem the ring, which he had received from the patron 
saint of tliat city, and they proclaim its promised salvation 
from the overwhelming inundation with which it is me¬ 
naced. The simplicity of the arrangement and the bgjiutiful 
colouring afford a pleasing proof that the later masters of 

* Otherwise called Sabbatini (Andrea). 

f The Virgin is said to be a portrait of the Princess of Salerno of the 
family of Villa Marina. Cut. 2616 . Irans^ 
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the Venetian’school long retained the beautiful style of their 
founders. « 

A poftrait of Ban^inelli, painted by himself, adds another 
to the circle of charming portraits by Italian ma’sters, now 
to be seen in Paris. How noble, lofty, and intelligent must 
the men of those days have been, if we judge of them 
from their outward appearance alone! It is true that we 
cannot expect in Bandinelli the deep, soul-felt calm, the 
delightful individuality of Leonardo’s portrait, nor the lofty, 
yet love-inspiring hauteur of Gai*ofalo; he does not possess 
the wild and savage grandeur of Giulio Romano, nor the 
noble, manly* and sedate expression of II Fattore; still his 
countenance is ^ far from commonplace : it has much vigour 
and expression, in which, however, pedantry, combined with 
an indomitable self-love, appears to me to predominate. 

There is one picture, an “ Entombment of Christ,” 
bys^Bramante of Urbino, a celebrated architect of the fif¬ 
teenth century, worthy of earnest and reiterated study and 
investigation, and which seems to excite greater wonder 
and astonishmenj the more frequently it is viewed. My 
attention was first attracted by tlif capital distribution of 
parts in this piettre. I know^ not whether a connoisseur 
would style it artistic, but to me it appears grand and ju¬ 
dicious in its uniformity. Th*e picture is simply imagined, 
presenting but few features, and those of noble proportions 
and combined in architectural symmetry. The figure of a 
saint, seated in the foreground on the right, deserves es¬ 
pecial notice, being as finely designed in every particular 
as ttiose in old paintings, and I have rarely seen it 6ujq>assed 
even in them. On the right, stands St. Anthony, carrying 
the hermit’s little bell; St. Jerome, more in the background; 
on the left, St. John, IVicodemus, and Joseph of Ai-imathea, 
surrounding mother of God, who is placed in the centre 
of the picture, and most expressively designed; the deepest 
grief is depicted in her countenance, and a chastened tender¬ 
ness of feeling, a sorrow exalted and subdued by fortitude 
and self-command, is apparent even in her manner of clasp¬ 
ing the corpse to her bosom. It seems scarcely possible to 
give a better representation of genuine and sincere grief 
than is expressed in the countenances of the by-standers, 
nearly every one of w'hom exhibits either the insteument or 
some symbol of his martyrdom. A heartfelt sorrow is 
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Stamped on every countenance, yet without t monotony or 
repetition. The idea of sinceritj; conveyed by each individual 
figure, and stamped upon the picture generally, doubtless 
renders its expression so peculiarly traliquil: it is dbrtainly 
very plain and simple, and far having any claiifi to 
lofty passion, or the more interesting charm of sentiment; 
but this simplicity makes it appear tcv grow in loveliness 
each time it is revisited. Many paintings have more ab¬ 
stract beauty of colouring, and yet in this the peculiar har¬ 
mony and propriety of the airangement seem almost to 
indicate the sentiment revealed by the general structure 
of the work. It is scarcely just to institute* eomparisdns 
between pictures, unless evidently suggested by some simi¬ 
larity in design, or in the necessary conditions of the sub¬ 
ject : otherwise we might easily point out separate parts in 
other pictures more beautiful and effective. Still the truth 
and uprightness of character, united as it is with 'sin c a r ity 
and firmness, with which the artist has here infested^he 
friends and followers of our Lord, is infinitely more appro¬ 
priate than the conception and treatment common in later 
times, when, in spite of the higlily artistic grouping of the 
whole, we find among the apostles, if separately examined, 
many forms well fitted to represent Greek philosophers and 
Roman senators, or even atkletae, but which are very far 
from embodying the idea usually conceived of the qpostles 
of our Jjord. * 

A “ Holy Family,” by Andrea del Sarto, balf-lengtb 
(No. 7.), deserves notice for its vigorous execution, tlie 
beautiful head of the old man, and charming, smiling gaiety 
of the boy. Among the followers of Raphael, Andrea alone 
approximates to his master in that beautiful delineation of 
children for which Raphael was so superlatively admirable; 
yet, even in hia compositions, tlie differe nce between the 
master and the scholar is clearly percepti!>l5. A picture 
resembling this is also to be seen at Dusseldorf, but not 
equally well painted, and with slight incidental differences. 

Among the paintings of the late Italian school, one, by 
Michelangelo da Caravaggio, deserves especial attention. 
It represents a grand master of the knights of Malta*, with 
a noble boy beside him, and is favourably distinguished 
sunong the pictures of the later Italian school by its vigorous, 

* Adolphe de Vigimcourt, created Grand Master in 1601 . 
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firm> ol^jectivc reality, lilmos^ 'fts, it wer^, starring from tUe 
canr&s; by the 'splendid,kfligh'tly costume, and gcdd-gleaming 
e^t of . ' 3Ct«is tree that those who have had jan oppor- 
studying ^ort^tk of the old German sc^ol may 
have Been teany ptuntiogs more beautifully handled in these 
^^piarticulars; still it forms a fine exception to the ordinary 
cl^ of Italian portraits of that period. 

Tile “Judith” with the head of HolofernGS, by Cris- 
to^o Allori *, has much merit, both in the expression and 
outline of the figure, although the languid softness of colour- 
' *111^ ^ overstrained imitation of nature, give it too 

decid^ a rcfemblance $o the modern Italian schools. Our 
attei^ion is immediately caught by the beauty and splendid 
attire of the Hebrew heroine, as well as by the expression of 
simple piety and wonder in tlm head of the old woman, and 
the external correctness of the representation. The rich, 
To^ jnniith of the heroine, her dark, gleaming eyes, half 
veiled in *erious thought, the browii tresses shadowing her 
lofty brow, and d|8icate yet noble features j her tall, slender 
form, ife outline gracefully veiled by the heavy drapery; the 
perfect freedom ii the arrangement of the drapery, and the 
eas 0 of the whole ^gure, and of her manner of carrying the 
severed head and the great swvrd, of the weight of which 
she appears but that moment to* have become conscious; her 
countepance, expressing not thoughtful seriousness alone, 
but rather an indwelling ^idness, a silent, overpowering 
weariness;—the combination of all those cJiaracteristics finely 
reVeal the meiaiicholy enthusiasm, the pride, faith, courage 
and* resignntion'^’^hich prompted this wondrous woman to 
believe bferself.Summoned by her God to perform the action 
recorded of her..;, It is generally said that the artist has 
given his own portrait^ in the liead of Holofernes, and his 
mistress in tho Judith. 

The “Marl^rdora of St. Agatlia”'!' (No. 60.), a half- 
length, by Sebastian del Pioml'o, is completely in the antique 
taste, not from any artificial imitation of sculpture, but from 
its sentiment, and the Roman grandeur, freedom, and vigour 
with yliich* the subject, a glorious i, circumstance in the 
annals of Christianity, is seized and depicted. It is one of 
the most instructive pictures I have seen, both in its general 
ti'eatmcnt, and the signiticance of the expression; a classical 
* From the Fitti Palace. f Ibid. 
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picture/ if ttn7liV7;be deterge ti^^puai^ : jEi^ 

h 9 vevOT, frdnfitsr cnnTipg oM-^e »;|«ae of ileqqi' 

BitioDB vBch t^eorisers ia krt^ w 

books of Insttocti^ but rather b^u^ «, gr^d 
mising poereri a fleeplj-contrived ejeamesii pf design,''|lie^ ^ 
noble, intelligenoe and excellence of clasaifCal aiil}qid^» pei^ 
▼ade and^ive spul tp this rare work. 3!^ramtion attiibuNip' 
to Jdichelangelb ibe design for this paintings it is said that. 
he hoped,,bj this assistance, to raiste a master oi the Tenefjw(i 
school, hhen highly esteemed for coloaring,.inio. a rim ' 
of Baphaeh efbn in his wn peculiar province of ^U-paihiiiig 
and devotional subjects. It is for tms reason that ordidiBry 
critics find nothing worthy of admiration ip the pibtinre, 
exc^t the wondei^ttl foreshortening of figures : .||his ^ 
tradition appears tim more worthy of belief irom the Ciicum" 
stance that another picture by Sebastian del Piombo{i70f.9d9.)* '' 
representing the 'Virgin and sleeping Infant, suasMtl^i;^ 
by angels, is not only far inferior in design to tbiSii ;l|iUt sb 
veiy different in Style, that if can scarcely be believed to be 
by the same blaster. It should also be ol^rved, that the 
figures in the St. .dgatha afd much less exaggerated thhn 
in the little oil-paitating by ^the smne .master, and rather 
resemble the latest manner oi'^liaphael, at which period he 
appears to have imitated Micllelangelo, both in the style of 
his easel-pictures, and also in his designs for tapestiy. How, 
our readers will perhaps ask, cars a subject so horrible.fmm 
a beautiful painting ? Indeed, I have seen many i^eqtatjnrs 
turn shuddering away after the first glance, ana blamo the 
artist for his selection of such a subject, and yet the yely 
same persons have perhaps stood long in plea^ {futooish- 
ment before the “ Martyrdom of St. Agnes,” by Doftientchino 
(No. 765.), or have gazed on the ^‘Massacre of theIwnpcents,” 
by Guido (No. 819.), without turning from theUMifusedheaps 
of dead bodies and infants writhing in mortal agony; without 
being horrified by the streaming blood and agonised counten¬ 
ances therein depicted. Nothing of Ihis description is visible 
in the picture of St. Agatha. No blood, no heart-refi^ng . 
agony, no wounds; for as yet the threatening instruments 
of torture have not touched the body of the saint; we do 
not here see that expression of fiend-like, revolting malice, 
which usually distinguishes paintings of this kind: every- 

o 
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thing loathsome or disgusting being kept as completely out 
of sight as is possible in the'i'cpresentation of a martyrdom. 
Xt seems therefore^ probable that the horror it inspires^ 
prompting every one, after the first glance, to shrink and 
turn away, is produced by the stern, 60ul>freezing reality of 
the representation. The artist has chosen for his picture 
the moment immediately preceding the application of the 
torture. Already the majestic form of the noble woman is 
uncovered, the glowing irons approach her bosom, and the 
horrible idea of anticipated suffering thus engendered cannot 
be o^erwise than painful to excess: still there are com¬ 
paratively few who will find its agony insupportable; those 
alone who, overpowered by the exhibition of suffering, over¬ 
look the lofty god-like character of the design ; who derive 
no pleasure from the m:yestic beauty of the figures, or the 
fine arrangement of the whole. 

"TFLo structure of the composition is very simple: the 
figures are the size of life, but the dimensions of the picture 
so small, that the grouping is necessarily confined. The 
saint stands in jjhe centre, completely in the foreground ; she 
is naked to the waist; her mantle, lying at her feet, and 
her under robe vfound tightly jound the hips and gathered to¬ 
gether in a knot in front. She leans against a column, which 
her extended arms encircle, and to which they appear to be 
firmly bound, but they are partially concealed by the heads 
of the executioners who slhnd on each side of the martyr, 
and also by a dark green curtain suspended from above. 
The painful delineation of actual violence is much softened 
down throughout. The tyrant stands opposite to her on the 
right } a table is introduced into the foreground; on that side 
one of his arms, wonderfully foreshortened, rests upon it. 
Behind him stands an attendant, whose expressive eyes are 
cast down, wbkI in sorrow. On the other side, quite in the 
foreground, before the executioner on the right, a great 
knife is lying on a grey pedestal; he grasps the irons with 
both hands. On the right of the column which divides the 
background, we discover a crowd of persons, a fire, and a 
grodp of small figures apparently occupied in preparing the 
instruments of torture. Ibe background opens on the left 
side, and a tranquil landscape with calm waters in the glow¬ 
ing distance, is seen below the dark green curtain already 
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mentioned. In front of this landscape, near to the attendant 
who stands with downcast eye«, two Roman soldiers with 
bright unclosed helmets are seen—sympathising spectators 
of the fearful scene. * 

The form of the saint is of heroic maidenly beauty, and 
vigorous proportions. There are no rose and lily tints in 
the carnations, but the pure, firm form glows with all the 
colouring of unaltered health. The countenance expresses 
no superhuman spirituality, but rather the heroism and 
strength of human virtue; her dark eyes gleam with all the 
ardent feeling of an impassioned woman, but h^ve also an 
expression of fortitude and magnanimity, and t&e conscious 
thrill of inborn heroism. The careless fall of hpr dark tresses 
leaves the brow and beautiful firm throat completely bare, but 
while thus silently and unhesitatingly yielding up her body 
to the martyr’s doom, her head is turned towards the tyrant 
with a majestic action, full of unquailing courage , ■ ff^f eel 
that she is speaking, that she gives utterance to that bitter 
reproach, “ You—bom of a woman’s body, and nourished at 
her breast,—dO you not shame to give a wo^pan’sbody to the 
hand of the executioner ? ” An ashy paleness alone reveals 
the insuperable terror of mgrtality at. tlit horrible doom 
approaching; for her lofty countenance and gleaming eyes 
bespeak more indignation and contempt for her miserable 
tyrant than concern for her own suflerings. In the midst of 
torture sdie yet triumphs over hinff, who stands gazing on her 
as if he sought to arm his soul, by the very spectacle of the 
martyrdom, against doubt and irresolution. The singular 
constraint of his attitude and the almost unnatural manner 
in which he rests his elbows on the table before him, heighten 
the expression of internal disquietude in his physiognomy; 
he seems to harden himself in his once decided purpose, as 
if the stubborn cruelty Were struggling with 'wnd subduing 
a better impulse. 

His head especially is of noble form, and very vigorous 
execution. The two executioners who with their burning 
irons menace the bosom of the Saint, are, in their peculiar 
style, even more powerful. They are the fitting instruntents 
of such a crime; vulgar, hideous, and totally devoid of feel¬ 
ing ; solicitous merely to perform the task they have in 
hand, and regarding it as part of their ordinary trade; still 
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the extraordinary power displayed in the delineation of 
^se countenances, and the Reality of the cxeoutioin, softens 
without weakening the impression they impart, carrying the 
spectator’s mind so irresistibly to the character and form, 
that the feeling which must otherwise be unavoidably excited 
is thrown into the background. 

Perhaps nothing* in the whole picture is more worthy 
of notice, or more grandly conceived, than the two soldiers^ 
armed, but with helmets raised, who stand behind the tjrrant 
and look at the proceeding in perfect sympathy with the 
sufferer. Jheir countenances, though calm, express the 
most heartfelt sorrow ; no wild rage gainst the t]^ant is in 
their looks, nor does pity prompt them to make vain efforts at 
resistance which must be utterly useless and impracticable. 
Mute spectators of what they neither can nor dare attempt to 
alter, they gaze only on the saint, think of her alone, watch 
her ihib^ments, hang upon her words, and seem by their 
entire and lofty sympathy like a strain of attendant music to 
perform the part of the chorus in Greek tragedy, alleviating 
suffering and more acute pangs of grie^ by the idea of 
an inevitable law, and a due reliance on the eternal decrees 
of truth and ju^ice. There ^s a remarkable resemblance, 
almost an exact likeness, between the two, as if they were 
designed to represent only one being, though under a double 
fwm J and this circumstance is yet more strikingly in affinity 
with the old chorus of thdse tragedies. They are‘erect in 
fonn, and their attitude stiff and martial; firm, but neither 
s^age nor violent; manly and iron-like in frame and tem¬ 
perament, so that the perfect sympathy of two such warrior 
hearts seems even the more soothing. The distant landscape 
introduced is like a symbolic promise of future happiness to 
calm the shuddering soul. No angel, no blessed spirit hovers 
near, offeriitf^o the martyr her crown of immortal palm; 
but her steadfast soul, firm in the conviction of its inborn 
strength, hastes to eternal freedom, and to God. In this 
respect again the picture seems superior to other conceptions 
of similar subjects. It must however be confessed that it is 
in tBe antique s^le, and in its treatment rather Stoic than 
purely Christian, but imbued with a lofty moral devotion. 

Whence is it that martyrdom has been so absolutely 
and uncompromisingly rejected, as an unfavourable, and in- 
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deed unworthy subject of representation ? The invaluable 
picture aboye described afibrda a triumphant refutation of 
that opinion, and clearly proves that it is phssible frojn these 
materials to produce a beautiful and highly valuable picture. 
Great questions have indeed been raised, concerning the 
choice of appropriate subjects for the arts in general, and 
painting more especially, and theories founded on some im¬ 
perfectly understood philosophical idea have been blindly 
adopted and dogmatically enforced. A very different and far 
more successful, result might have been obtained had people 
rather attempted to discover what was right by the aid of his¬ 
torical and traditional records. It appears liighly natural that 
among the earliest subjects of representation should have been 
that which indeed no effort of imagination cah ever success¬ 
fully achieve, and yet which more than once has been brought 
wonderfully near to perfection,—the “Holy Virgin and 
Child;” the other subjects are perhaps equally.^^j|yjcient, 
but although frequently treated, have even more rarely at¬ 
tained any degree of perfection; viz., the representation of 
the thorn-crowned head of the suffering Redeemer—the 
“ Ecoe Homo,” and the “ Crucifixion.” Thb legend of Saint 
Veronica and the holy handkerchief attei^s the antiquity of 
the former symbolic represefitation, at least as certainly as 
that of St. Luke proves the portraiture of the Madonna to 
have been of early origin.* As the Annunciation, thg Holy 

* The earliest representations of t^e sufferings and death of Christ 
were entirely symbolical, for instead of the actual human figure of the 
Redeemer, a lamb only, fixed on a cross, served as a symbolical memento 
of the Crucifixion. Tlte principle which led to the adoption of a iiym> 
bolical lamb instead of the Redeemer in his suffering human form, was 
probably this: — the earliest Christian communities were formed chieffy 
of Jews, who penetrated with the belief that Jesus of Nazareth was very 
God, and remembering the old Mosaic prohibition against making any 
image or semblance of the Most High, objected to,A.representatjon in 
human form, or at least feared thereby to offend the weak in conscience 
among Jewish believers. Such prejudices were at length thrown aside 
by more advanced Christians, os mere vestiges of Judaism. The transition 
from the purely symbolic Cross to the complete and real representation 
of the dying Redeemer, is first shown by the outline of our Saviour’s 
face on the handkerchief of St. Veronica, the most remarkable instance of 
which may be found in the old German picture in the Bolsser^e Collection, 
designed according to the traditional Byzantine type. The head alone, 
thus separated from all connexion with the body, and left in miraculous 
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Family, the ‘Adoration of the Magi, the Heavenly Con- 
Tersation, all remind us mere or less of the simplest and 
ptirest ^xpressioil o{ divine loveliness ever imagined by the 
apifit of inborn love : each varied conception of these sub¬ 
jects forms only a more adorned development, and conveys 
to the human heart a more perfect image of this love; and 
in the same mannel', the highest possible degree of mortal 
anguish, as embodied in the Crucifixion of our Lord, mirrors 
itself afresh in each subordinate picture of suffering. But 
the art and religion, from which it can never be divided 
without utter ruin and subversion, should not represent the 
Son of God to the eyes of man as if free from all relation with 
mortality,' in unappre 'chable bliss and happiness ; but rather 
also in those mWe circumscribed relations in which the very 
divinity breaks through, and appears in his mortal creatures. 
Painting therefore must, and ought to represent to us the 
<J®6p of those glorious martyrs who, while yet within 
the circle of mortality, voluntarily retraced their steps to 
heaven^ yielding their bodies sacrifices to the purest and 
must devoted love. The Madonna, and the Crucifixion,— 
these, with all tlJbir inexhaustible variety of grouping and 
treatment, form tke primitive types, the two eternal poles on 
which our spiritual life, no less than tlie pure spirit of paint¬ 
ing, continually revolve. HeAiits and recluses, of whom in 
legendary lore we find so many beautiful histories, may offer 
more cheerful subjects for dalineation than the real, genuine 
conception of a martyrdom. But would not the pursuit of such 

3nd*Bhadntry outline on the holy handkerchief, occupies exactly the 
middle place between a simple symbol and an actual picture. Among 
the earliest painting*! of the Madonna, there is certainly one, most fitly 
termed symbolic, presenting to us the Saviour on his mother’s lap, but 
as an already grown buy, a crown upon his head, and the brows of the 
Virgin also eneiiild^ by the crown of heaven ; foi this design does not 
coincide with the actual condition of Christ in his lowly childhood, but 
represents two distinct periods, historically divided, but each in itself 
artistically perfect taken together and blended inro one, — the mother of 
God, as we picture her in the childhood of Christ, full of nature and 
humility, and Mary the crowned queen of heaven. I’hc other sym¬ 
bolic representation of the Virgin, is that known by the name of the 
Immaculate Conception, in which we sec her, with the moon at her feet, 
crowned with stars, and with the rays of the sun encircling her; but it 
belongs in point of history to a later date, and will be noticed hereafter. 
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subjects as are gay and pleasing alone lead to a confirmed 
mannerism, and the most narrow ideas,—not to mention that 
such bewitching grace frequently dud^s those wh<j strive 
most earnestly to imagine and represent it ? It is a destsuc- 
tive and erroneous principle in works of art to seek only 
outward grace and sensible beauty, which may not always be 
compatible with general truth and fidelity in the treatment 
of the subject; but the painter’s first and highest aim 
should be, to render justly that divine signification, without 
which no picture can properly be called a work of art, and 
when this is correctly given, the blossom and fruit of divine 
loveliness frequently starts unsought into exi^nce. The 
subject of martyrdom is cenainly susceptible in the highest 
degree of this lofty yet profound signification. It will be 
easy for the artist, if he know how to avoid exciting disgust 
by the details, to introduce such a contrast between purity 
and loveliness on the part of the suffering saints, aQ4}.^vage 
repulsive cruelty and malevolence in the persecutors, as 
throughout all its gradations and modifications will afford 
but too true a picture of actual life, and unfold, in the doom 
of those martyrs, the fate which in this* world too often 
awaits the lofty and pure in nature; andwin doing this be 
can scarcely fail to meet abundant opportunity of recalling 
to our minds the ineffable Essence of love and beauty. 
There is certainly one distinction to be observed; which is, 
that in actual life the mart}rrdoAi of the pious, in their con¬ 
flict with the wicked, is less palpably evident, being rather 
diffused throughout the entire course of existence, — but is 
this detrimental in any degree to the art ? Painting 'de¬ 
mands, above every thing else?, sensible intellectual life; and 
the concentrating in one powerful focus, wliat in reality 
is widely scattered, ought certainly to be the chief and only 
point in which the ai-t, in its treatment of jaolated particu¬ 
lars, differs from the laws and circumstances of reality. 
Martyrdom, rightly treated, may undoubtedly afford most 
effective subjects for composition. It is certainly far moTe 
affecting in this art than in that of poetry, unless in the 
latter a great number of secondary circumstances be* intro¬ 
duced, in which the fact of the martyrdom must become the 
point of interest and the crowning climax. To describe this 
alone would be to weary one’s-sclf in vain, and prove after all 

a 4 
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eol4 End monotonous^ • or at the best, to engage in a painful 
Straggle for suc^ actual truth of description as is scai'celj 
attainable. Miraculfms circumstances, which have sometimes 
busD introduced those whe wished to give a complete reprS- 
seqtation of the whole legend, appear: rather to be the exclu* 
sive property of the poet: alone can properly prepare for 

tbeir:,introduction, ^nd parlifdly eicplain fact^ which however 
must alWSii^ remain enigmatical and mysterious; but in this 
very mystei^ and ISbseurity ixM^lOation'and poetry delight 
to revd, and by its aid ft%quehti|r attain the highest bri}« 
Kancy of expression. Miraculoas'-' occurrences however, 
wbj(^ are cbmparatively famili^, such *a6 the Ascension, 
and the Trans^guration may be noticed, as belonging pre> 
ferably to the sphere of painting, being less obscure, and 
therefore less likely td leave the mind coM and unimpressed. 

How, strangely do artists of the present day appear to 
vat^aAsaun their ichoice Of subjects! Sometimes having re¬ 
course to classical fables, to modern French, or Gelti-Ossianio 
%ures,and subjects; or possibly to such as have no exist¬ 
ence at all, except in the brain of the bewildered artist^ lost 
amid the mazes of> false and erroneous theories. Were it 
not better to return at once to,the beaten track of the old 
Italian and German masters ? We should find in it no lack 
of materials, and those persons who imagine the circle of 
designs from Christian subjects would soon be exhausted, 
are most completely mistaii^n. Let them but examin’e at¬ 
tentively the seriespf Albert Diirer’sengravingS}—-how rich 
a fund of new'and' profound ideas do these supply! 1 do 
not" refer exactly to the apocalyptic wood-cuts, because, 
however profound the'meaning they convey, these would, 
especially to the youthful artist, prove most 4<mgerous guides. 
Yet, what originality is there in Diirer’s tireatment of or¬ 
dinary subject^ His varied designs of the Crucifixion are 
familiar, and require no further notice here; so also his con¬ 
ceptions of the Virgin. Where, even among the greatest 
masters, can we find a Madonna superior to that of Diirer 
at Dresden, known by the name of the “ Immaculate Con¬ 
ception,” in which the Blessed Virgin is represented with 
the moon beneath her feet, the crown of heuv'en hovering 
as it were above her head, and her long hair flowing round 
her, like a veil, even to the hem of her garment.^ Where can 
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you find a picture Bo truly and vividly reflreseating Ihe Queen 
of Heaven'in all her divine znajeffity uid lovcj^esa, and atithe 
same time so perfecf as a work of art, and so entirely iiconso- 
nant with the symbolism'of ancient Christianity ? .How riefa, 
too, hoW finely imagined is his “ Madonna in ^•Hhaiden,’’ 
the silent solitude of which, adorned with varied aM: bektiii' 
ful plants, with here and there s<fiu& cdiiJias animal^ sieeihs 
amplified into'an abstract symbol ofi ^pdemal nn^amad . How 
vigorous, and at the same tisfie ineompar^y time to nature, 
are his attempts to porti^y the Mother of God in. her mbr<^r 
tal condition, surround^'* by Mlomestic cares,—the in&nt 
Saviour, playing with angels in the workshop oflhis nominal 
earthly father J Where else, can such picttnrcs be foOndw^ 
and yet are they not almost necessary accompanimt^^ 
our belief? If the image of the star>crowned l^dimna, 
with the planeta at her feet, belong intrinsically td the 
sphere of 'Cluristian ideas, her picture as the person’^nation 
of spiritual love in the very heart and centre of fhe bloom¬ 
ing garden of nature, lies suirdy very near to thc^ same 
circle. Such paintings must undoubtedly b^of great rmdty, 
for we cannot point out one resembling earner of, these, in 
the collections of Dresden or J)us8eldon,*BaFi8 ot Brasi^els, 
rich as those collections are in oil'^paintings, and antique.. 
treasures. In the Salon of iSneient Paintings at Brussels,' 
there is one very early picture oi the Madonna, with Jbe. 
crown on her head and the moor?, beneath her feet, but'it is 
far from givhi^' all the signification of wbith se lofty an 
idea is susceptible. Were there any painters'of merit now 
to be found, who, emancipating themselves from the tnftn- 
mels of modern errors ^d innovations, had entered* upon 
their course in the true spirit of ancient art, what oouM be 
a more worthy office fornny noble and wealthy patron, than 
by a suitable and most invaluable gift to .encourage the , 
young artist to employ his genius on appropriate subjects, 
and with this object, to select for him some of the grandest > 
and most beautiful of Diirer’s unexecuted designs ? Stilly >■ 
it must be remembered, leaving him at liberty to alter what¬ 
ever is unpleasing to modern taste, or appears imperfect in 
form, or not essential to tjie general efiect. It was probably 
in this hope, and with this intention, that our great master 
bequeathed to posteri^ the unbroken series of bis designs: 
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the outpouring of that inexhaustible activity, which yet 
could not suflBc^ for the systematic development of all his 
profound ideas. Xhese plates ought, therefore, to be con¬ 
sidered as a collection of fragments of artistic thoughts, a 
store of creative art-ideas, and not merely as studies, nor 
as copies from paintings, uncoloured, and in every respect 
most imperfect. Engravings on copper merit tlie highest 
approbation and esteem as previous studies or sketches, pre¬ 
paratory to the execution of a perfect work ; and Diirer’s 
should undoubtedly be viewed in that light; hatched hard 
upon the copper, they will never please the eye at the first 
glance, yet Ihe outline alone is amply sufficient to realise all 
that Diirer wished to effect. The engraving of the Sikkingen 
riding through the wood*, shows sufficiently the perfection 
of Diirer’s finished plates of this description. In this we 
are scarcely sensible of the absence of colour, but on the 
controsjf return again and again to the study of a good im¬ 
pression, as we should do of a good picture ; and although 
it seepxs impossible for colourless outlines to attain that 
inexhaustible individuality of character and expression, 
which is the privilege and property of the all-pervading 
elements of colour alone, yet t^e, impossible is here attempted 
and almost attained ; as many other great masters have been 
seen to carry their art to the utmost limit of its peculiar 
province, and even (feeling the path of return secure) ven¬ 
ture for a moment daringly'to overstep the boundary. It is 
this which makes the example of the great luminaries of the 
art so dangerous to feeble imitators, who venture thought¬ 
lessly to tread a path in which they must find themselves 
unprepared. Thus Diirer, and many great Italian masters, 
innocently contributed to the diffusion of erroneous prin¬ 
ciples in the new school, and to that all-destroying separa¬ 
tion between design and colouring, which is no less fatal to 
the theory of the art than to its mechanical execution. 
Thus the teaching of Socrates, who first distinguished be¬ 
tween the beautiful and the necessary, laid the earliest 
foundation of inconsistency j thus the erroneous principles 
supported by Descartes, asserting the absolute distinction of 
soul and body, and setting an awful gulf between the two, 

• Knight, Death, and the Devil? See Kugler, xxvii. 39. The 
knight is said to be a portrait of Franz von Sikkingen. — Trans. 



letter III.] ALBERT DUBER’S ENGRAVINGS. 91 

necessarily gave birth to all the succeeding errbrs of philo¬ 
sophy ; and thus also the prevailing error of dividing painting 
as an art into the distinct branches of design and colguring, 
has become the fruitful source of all subsequent errors und 
aberrations. Diirer especially, like so many of those old 
philosophers, set a far higher value on truth than on per¬ 
sonal fame; and feeling it impossible to ^ring to perfection 
the entire abundance of his ideas, confidingly b^ueathed 
the designs alone to the world at large. During a short 
period, some, among his contemporaries and followers enj- 
ployed them sometimes even without acknowledgment, till 
there arose at last a fec-bh* generation, incapable of com¬ 
pleting or even of comprelicnding his ideas: ere long, they 
ceased to be esteemed, and in process of time* were entirely 
forgotten. When after contemplating this splendid collec¬ 
tion of Durer’s, I turn to all the throng of sketches and 
copper-plate designs among which we now live, he appears 
to me like the originator of a new and splendid system of 
thought, burning with the zeal of a first pure inspiration, 
eager to diffuse his deeply conceived, and probably true and 
noble views; and all the heap of frivolJhs sophists and 
sweet explainers succeeding him seem lik^y those would-be 
connoisseurs, whose prattle is now to be heard in all markets 
both among the amateurs of aft, and in every-day life. 

In examining the collection of Durer’s copper-plates 
in the Cabinet de Dessins at Paris, I was particularly struck 
by the excellence of the expression, but disappointed that 
my anxious inquiries after any oil-painting by that great 
master proved fruitless. It is true that four large pictures 
of his were brought hither from Nuremberg; yet I was in¬ 
formed on credible authority that, in conformity with a 
decree for sending various works of art to different towns 
in the departments, these pictures are alrcaj^y deposited at 
Rennes, in Brittany, where they will be almost inaccessible 
to German lovers of the art. 

In the palace of St. Cloud again I saw pictures which 
I had already seen and admired in the Louvre; the “ Mar¬ 
riage of St. Catherine and the Infant Christ,” the m^estic 
portrait of Julius U., and many others. Also a portrait of 
Charles VIII., by Leonardo, which deserves to be numbered 
among his most remarkable works. The background, though 
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clear, is uniform, which is rarely the case with oil portraits, 
and in this harn^onises admirably with the ppen, intelligent, 
and npt unheroic character of the face; the truthful reality 
ofathc portrait is most tangible and evident, as is usual in 
this master’s pictures; it is <olso characterised by unusual 
distinctness. This head is both more charming and infinitely 
more expressive than the far-famed head of Francis I., of 
which I saw at Paris two different copies; one in the collec¬ 
tion of Lucien Buonaparte, and one among those set apart 
for restoration in the Louvre. Not the hand of Leonardo 
himself could ennoble that strangely ugly countenance with 
its little bliliklng eyes. The most valuable picture to which 
I could here devote my attention, though but for one short 
hour, and without being at liberty to repent my visit, was 
the famous “Madonna della Sedia”* of llaphacl. The en¬ 
chanting loveliness of this painting is universally known and 
acknowledged, and numerous copies and engravings make 
the subject of it generally familiar. The hladonna in this 
picture has not the tender loveliness of the “ Giardiniera,” 
nor the ideality of the great Sladonna at Dresden; it holds a 
place between tffe two extremes, and in this point resembles 
the highly-esteemed “Holy Family” in the Parisian Museum, 
the “ Madonna di Foligno”t in Lucien Buonaparte’s collec¬ 
tion, and the “Madonna dcll’’Impannata”J in the palace of 
the laixembourg. In each of these the same invariable plan 
appears to form the groundwork of the whole; but the 
“ Madonna della Sedia ” is beyond comparison the most suc¬ 
cessful, and may serve as an example for each of the others. 
Raphael appears always equally and peculiarly happy in his 
delineation of children and the heads of old men; in some 
instances, also, his female heads display the highest artistic 
beauty, both ideal and individual *, yet in these we more fre¬ 
quently recogpise a noble, earnest struggle to attain some 
peculiar ideal conception of beauty than the very beauty 
itself. The artist has attempted to express the Divinity in 
the Infant Christ by imparting to the figure an almost super¬ 
human strength and vigour. Yet it wants that peculiar 
majesty of look and expression distinguishing the Saviour 
in the picture at Dresden; in the latter the child looks seri- 


• Pitti Palace. 


f In the Vatican. 


^ Pitti Palace. 
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ous, grand, and noble, but his attitude, plajrjng with his feet, 
is, with intentioi^ careless and* childlike. The wmviag of 
the colours in this picture, if I may be p^mitted to employ 
that expression, appeared to me very remarkable. I fant^ed, 
also, that in the treatment of. the colours I was able clearly 
to trace the varied modifications of this master's manner. 
In some pictures a decided preference for heavy masses of 
distinct, vigorous browns, reds, or whites is obvious, resem¬ 
bling the grand principles of harmony in which Dante drew 
the light, illuminated, and dazzling pmrtion of his immor^ 
poem. Some of Raphael’s other pictures, as, for example, 
tho Madoima” in tiie Lucien collection, and the Gio^- 
niera,” are of glowing radiance and parity, the carnations 
wonderfully delicate and lovely. Others agaid, as the “ Saint 
John ” at Diisseldorf (as far as the changes produced in it by 
time enable us to judge, and if, besides, it be justly attributed 
to Raphael), the “ St. Michael ” at Paris, the “ Transfigura¬ 
tion,” and many others, are remarkable from the strong 
shadows, the chiaroscuro, and blending and contrast of bright 
and sombre tints, with smaller masses of less viviSi hues, 
among which blue holds a conspicuous plaCe, and appears to 
indicate the first predominant use of that colour in the later 
Italian schools. The clear brown tint in the unfinished pic¬ 
ture at Brussels would not haf e been entirely subdued in the 
finishing; but in the “ Madonna della Sedia ” a coi^pletely 
different manner, which I should rather term many-coloured, 
or variegated, prevails. A predilection for green, red, and 
other vivid colours is predominant in this picture also, not, 
however, in broad masses, but, on the contrary, more dike 
the design of a costly carpet, the gayest and brightest hues 
being interwoven in a highly artistic manner, and forming 
fine and elegant undfilations, delicate circles and flowers, so 
that each idea teems with the richest luxuriance, and is 
depicted in genuine pomp and splendour. Whoever, after 
seeing the “ Madonna della Sedia ” and the “ Giardiniera,® 
can still affirm or believe Raphael to have been an unskilful 
colourist, must have eyes and senses not of the most suscep¬ 
tible order. It must be remembered that the pr^eding 
general observations on Raphael are not intended to apply 
to his fresco paintings at Rome, but to his easel-pictures 
alone, the best and most valuable of which I have had oppor- 
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tunities of studying. The ‘‘Madonna della Sedia” resembles 
the earliest repr^entations of the Virgin, especially in regard 
to the ^iimplicity of ,.the subject, representing the mother of 
God only with the holy child on her left arm, her head gently 
inclining towards liim, with little ornament, and few acces¬ 
sary details, except the adoHng figure of the youthful 
St. John; and it il an interesting fact, that the most lovely 
of later flowers of art, and of all its highly-adorned and orna¬ 
mented compositions, should so closely resemble the formal 
simplicity and beauty of its earliest commencement. This 
picture also approaches the pure loveliness of the “ Giardi- 
niera,” and, like it, appears to stand on the verge between the 
two grand epochs of Raphael's artistic history, exemplifying 
both the fervent love and devotion of his youthful manner, 
together with the lofty development and rich maturity of his 
prime, before his later imitations of that dazzling meteor, 
Michelangelo, led him away from the path of love and 
devotion. 

The^ wondrous picture of “ St. Cecilia ” * also unites the 
peculiar beauties of each different manner, which in it are 
woven into a fuh chord of the most delicious inspiration. 
The “ St. Cecilia % may be compared with the “ Madonna della 
Sedia” in its rich colouring ana gorgeous drapery: this, and 
the extremely careful finishing, are undoubtedly the reasons 
why the excellent and meritorious old copy of this picture at 
Dresden falls so far short ofi>the original in expression, even 
more so than is usually the case with good copies. The chief 
motive f of the “ St. Cecilia ” is a ravishing sentiment of 

* In the Gallery of Bologna. 

f The word motiwy familiar as it is with tecbninal phraseology of 
other languages, is not yet generally adopted m our own, and hence some 
apology inay be necessary for employing it ns above. It may often be 
rendered intention^^out has a fuller meaning. In its ordinary appellation, 
and as generally used by the author’, it means the principle of action, 
attitude, and composition in a single figure or group; thus it has been 
observed, that in some antique gems niiich are deficient in execution, the 
Tnotwes are frequently fine. Such qualities, in this case, may have been 
the result of the artist's feeling, but in servile copies, like those of the 
Byzant&ie artists, the 7notivf$ could only belong to the original inventor. 


’ Kiigler. 
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intense, inward devotion, which, incapable of being restrained 
within the narrow limits of a hupan heart,, breaks forth in 
song, almost in the same manner as in that g^at supplicatory 
picture by Perugino, where we see every fhing melting'^away 
in a devout inspiration. In Ferugino’s picture, also, we find 
an expression of silent devotioQ« like the long-drawn solemn 
tones of an old cathedral chaunt; in Raphael the tendency to 
music is still more decided, and the whole mysterious depth 
and wondrous richness of that magic art is successfully un¬ 
folded. The figure of St. Paul, with the mighty sword on 
his left side, reminds us, by its rapt and meditative expres¬ 
sion, of the power of those old melodies at whose sound rocks 
melted, and savage beasts were tamed, and which could pene¬ 
trate the human mind, tearing asunder, as it were, soul and 
spirit; the harmonious grandeur of the Magdalene opposite 
to him, whose perfect beauty resembles in some features the 
Madonna at Dresden, reminds us of the pure unisons re¬ 
sounding in the abode of blessed spirits, and to which the 
magic tones of earthly music breathe a feebler response, yet 
still undoubtedly reply. The Soul of St. Cecilia, who stands 
in the midst singing praises, seems as if 6oa»ing upwards on 
a ray of dazzling brightness to meet the, gjorious harmony 
descending, as in a flood of JIght, from heaven. The two 
other figures *, which occupy-»the space between the three 
already named, appear as if combining to form the whole 
into a full unbroken chorus. 'J’he childlike ring of little 
angels hovering in the clouds above her head seems to be 
a divine reverberation and echo of the mingling harmony. 
The transparent foreground, the scattered instruments «of 
music, indicate a vast and wonderfully varied world of 
harmony and sound, on the basis of which the holy hymn 
reposes, and from which it ascends like a structure of lofty 


Jr. its more extended signification, the term comprehen4s invention gene¬ 
rally, as distinguished from execution Another very difierent and less 
general sense in whrcii this expression is also used, must not be con¬ 
founded with the foregoing, thus a motive is sometimes understood in the 
sense of a suggestion. It is said, fur example, that Poussin found tlie 
motives of his landscape compositions at Tivoli. In this case we have a 
suggestion improved and carried out; in the copies of the By»ntine 
artists we have intentions, not their own, blindly transmitted. — From 
the translation of Kiigler’s Handbook of Painting in Italy, b. i. p. 21. 

* St. John and St, Augustine. 
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Artistic beacti^. The picture is fraught witih a soul-felt ex- 
pres^on of music and inspiraticm, and the execution in the 
highest degree lolid and effective. ' ^ 

BttI although the very subject of' this iwoiderfully mag- 
nihcent picture appears to lead to a musical treatment 
and expression, theie reigns in it throughout^ not merely the 
floating charm, the soul>fraught inspiration which oharac* 
‘terises painters of musical feeling, but also a tendency to 
develops, in the clearest and fullest majesty, that lofty, poetic 
imagination which exalts these first among painters and poets 
in Guul, so far above. aU who are simple painters and no 
more. It »s the entht^asm which fiashes at once through 
both intellect and imagination, of lofty flight indeed, dwell¬ 
ing amid the' glancing stars, and crowned with never-dying 
laurel. It is poetry, as depicted by Raphael himself in the 
“Camera della Segnatura,”—the very breathing of divinity, 
and yet nearly allied to all the natural forms around; to 
sciemw, or philosophy, with her starry mantle, the variegated 
robe full of figures of animals, and the rich abundance of 
living symbols; as well as to theology, or the knowledge of 
things divine, and the true proportions of the balance of 
clearsighted jusjice. Yet neither the breath of Parnassus 
alone, nor a heathen muse, *nor a poetic fancy sportively 
touching the painting, formed the source whence Raphael 
drew^ the poetry of his pictures. No! the light of truth was 
poured into his heart, and jjU the blessed mysteries of heaven 
were revealed to his enraptured gaze, that he might thus 
represent them in glorious forms and hues, for the aggran¬ 
disement of the church, and of our most holy faith. This 
poetic painting, this wondrous flow of feeling, aWhough at 
the same time in severe systematic arrangement, stands most 
proudlyforth in that crown of all his works, the “Theologj',”* 
embracing the whole of heaven, and giving the first true 
indications of the high destination of Raphael himself, and of 
Catholic art in general, which it was his proud mission to 
complete and'to raise, even to the highest degree of perfec¬ 
tion. Therefore on him was bestowed the richest abundance 
of gifts and endowments; every thing combined in favour of 
tho lortunatb/artist, who, even in liis youth, soon .surpassed 
the most experienced masters. He not only learned to blend 
* Erroneously called La disputa del Sacramento. 



LETTER in.] RAPHAEL. — RUBENS. — LE SUEUR. 97 

the devout genius of the earlier schools of an Angelico or a 
Perugino with the glow'of art add the highest perfection of 
design, but if ever painter could justly claim to be called not 
only inspired, but even divinely enlightened, that paintbr. 
was Raphael. And what, we may wellask, would this gifted 
mortal have failed to accomplish, who in ^o short a life per¬ 
formed such wondrous works? to what an unheard-of degree 
of perfection would he not have raised his art had nature 
extended his term of life to a grey old age, like so many of 
the connoisseurs and masters of his time! Yet as we reflect 
on the melancholy history of Ids early death, we ^nd an in¬ 
ward consolation, and gratitude mingles with our grief at the 
mournful tale of his interrupted course. It was because he 
neglected to keep alive the sacred fire in its vase of crystal, 
and lest he should in any degree injure or destroy the deli¬ 
cate limits of heavenly beauty in the art itself, that the crystal 
vase was broken, the thread of his life was severed, and the 
flower of Christian art, whicli it had been his mission to un¬ 
fold, remained as he left it—leafless and imperfect m the 
hour of its most glorious promise. ^ 

A collection of paintings, the proper^ of the. senate of 
France, is at pre.sciit open in the palace of* * * § thb Luxembourg.* 
Besides many other modern woj’ks, one apartment is almost 
entirely filled with tlie corajmsitions of Rubens ; chiefly alle¬ 
gorical designs of the life of Maria de Medici.t * 

These pictures are, perhap.s, ])rlferalile to many others by 
the same master in the Louvre — at least as regards the 
struggle for uncommon ideas — but tiiey are Very bad 
ju’eservation, and whoever desires to study the history of t!ie 
art, Avitli all its eriors and aberrations, must trust alone to 
the gallery^ at Dii.sseldorf for obtaining ju.stidea.s of this 
master. A series of small j)icture.s by Le Sueur, representing 
the life of St. Bruno, gives a favourable idea of Mjat ai'tist, and 
of the manner in vvbicli bo raised himself above his contem- 
porai-ies of the Krencli school. He has none of the perjdcx- 
iug ostentation of Le Bruii §, nor the pedantic erudition of 

• This gallery is now appropriated to the works of living arti8tff|iU|pr. 
chased by government. ■ /. 

f Since removed to the Louvre, Nos. 5*19. to 569. 

j RemoAt'd in IHOa to Munich. f'’* 

§ A proof of the high exoelleuee which a mannered artist tnay some- 

H 
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Poussin, but on the contrary has a feeling for colour at the 
least, and in gftneral somd degree of soul-felt expression. 
All, his compositions, however, follow the peculiar genius of 
thb French school, which, when it adopts a more tranquil 
and subdued manner, in opposition to the theatrical and 
highly exaggerated style usually predominating, becomes 
feeble in outline and in colouring. We cannot refuse sym¬ 
pathy to the love-deserving genius of one, who in the midst 
of excessive frivolity, in complete ignorance of, and far re¬ 
moved from all true principles of the art, gained even a mere 
superficial exterior, and actually lost himself in his ardent 
desire to attain a higher object. Yet there is little artistic 
pleasure to be derived from these pictures, but rather a 
human sympathy, such as is sometimes aroused by the verse 
of llacine, between whose works and tliose of Le Sueur I 
trace a strong family resemblance. Nothing further can be 
said of these pictures. 

There are in this collection only two old Italian pictures: 
A Danae, by Titian, but hung so high, and in so bad a light, 
that it is impo^ibh' to describe it; and tlie “ Madonna dell’ 
Impnnnata”* ot'Kaphael. The most striking feature in the 
latter is the oVer-exaggeratcfl ohl age of Saint filizabeth: 
she is probably a portrait, l‘o|-1 find the same face repeated 
in the Holy Family at Dusseldorl’. The Virgin’s figure is 
designed on the same type as the Madonna di Foligno,” 
and the ]\lother of God ill the Holy Family in the Louvre. 
There is unquestionably much that is deserving of notice in 


tittles attain in a single work, if he is endoiveil by nature with great 
talents, and itubieed by any ciicumstance to abandon bis usual manner, may 
be found in a large family picture by Le Brim, of tlie .Tabach family, well 
known in the history of art', and which I saw at Cologne in ISIK, in the 
possession of Mr. Van Groote. Probably the French artist in this 
picture aimed aj following the simple narrow style, truth, and reality of 
the best artists of the Netherlands, or he may haie been led into that 
manner by his subject. Every one must Ik: surprised at the talent with 
which he accomplishes this, and how in this painting he has made the 
German reality of manner his own, as if it were but another style equally 
familiar to him; so that his former bias to the modern-antique, instead of 
beinj; disadvantageous, is called into the service, and tlius combined with 
the simple truth of the Flemish manner jiroduecs new and peculiar 
excellence. 

* Pitti Palace. 


' See Guide dts Amateurs, Eeoles Italieniies. Preface. 
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this picture, and it holds a remarkable position in the scries 
of Raphael’s Madonnas. Considering the« }U’esent violent 
and continued disallocation of works* of art, it A\'Ould, 
perhaps, aiford gratification to amateurs to learn whither 
they have been removed, and where they are now to be 
found. In this review of old Italian pictures, I have thought 
it expedient to give but a short description of those which 
are of less importance in illustrating my peculiar opinions, 
or which have been already commented on in other works. 

A gi'eat number of old Frencli memorials, fragments 
torn from ruined churches and monasteries, mutilated and 
in many instances more tlian half destroyed, IjavS been care¬ 
fully collected, and are now exhibited, in chronplogical order, 
in the ancient monastery of Les I’etits Augustins. M. Alex¬ 
ander Lenoir has compiled a very full and excellent catalogue 
of this collection, which possesses at least one useful property, 
showing, in the clearest and most remarkable manner, what 
the imitative arts, and especially sculpture, ought not to he. 
It would be difliicult to believe, w'ithout the direct cvjdence 
of the senses, that human fancy could wander so widely 
asti’ay, as many of the old French sculptojs have done, pre¬ 
senting us with exact images dead bodlcsf stretched naked 
upon their biers, or clothed in the modem fasliion, and sur¬ 
rounded by crowds of kneeling*/arfics and qenthmen. Many 
ancient monuments of the early kings of France, whicb'have 
been torn from their places in'* the old Gothic churches, 
deserve a strict examination, as illustrating the history of 
Christian architecture in the Middle Ages. A ♦cry few old 
paintings in this collection also deserve notice. The mSst 
ancient, i)erhaps, is a Russian ]\Iadonna, apparently of the 
earliest (lute* Jt was customary amon;^ the Greek Christians 
for tlm priests themselves to practise the art of paintinfi:, and 
it docs not, therefore, appear extraordinary tlwit the Musco- 
vitt‘ Christians should have h^arned the same style of treat¬ 
ment.* We tind, also, in the collection of anti(|uitie5 in the 
Is’atiotial Library three small companion pictures, n^prcscnt- 

ing God tlio Father, and a few attendant figures, evidently 

• 

* Tlie uniformity of style observable in Greek clmrcli painting is still 
further accounted for by a, MS. recently translutod into Fiencb, and pub¬ 
lished by M. Didioii. It is entitled “ Iconogniphie Chretienne.'’ — 
Translator. 
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in the Greek taste, and belonging to the earliest period of 
Christian art, btit in execution undoubtedly Russian. A 
MadoiJna, No. 8. sett. i. of the Catalogue of old French pic¬ 
tures, is nearly as large as life, and although it has been very 
much injured, we cannot fail to recognise the foreign national 
figure and portraitjurc, especially in the Infant Christ. It is 
even more remarkable, that in the countenance of the Ma¬ 
donna we recognise the same type as was adopted by so marjy 
distant nations in the earliest epoch of Christianity. Tlie 
same perfectly oval countenance and regular features, the 
small moutji, lofty brow, the head inclining gently to the 
left shoulder, and the eyes turned fondly on the child. A 


star is painted on the bosom, and on the drapery encircling 
the head, probably in allusion to the appellation of “ niornijig 
star,” “ ocean star,” frequently given to the Virgin in old 
ecclesiastical hymns. This symbol fn'quently occurs in old 
pictures of the Virgin. 1 have remarked it in several of un¬ 
doubted antiquity, which -were brought to Paris from the 
church of San Luigi in Rome, among which are some remark¬ 
able antique treasures, altlioiigh tlie greater number arc but 
indifferent; they were placed when I saw them in the Salon 
at the Louvre fch* rest oration .«■ 

In the same collection (h^usce dcs Monurnens Franc^ais), 
there are also various old paintings on glas.s important from 
their*antiquity as well as from their intrinsic value. Among 
the most beautiful of these is a St. ATironica c.arrving the holy 
handkerchief, uith which she wiped our Saviour’s face at the 
bgiring of the cross, and tin? “ Annunciation ” (Nos. IG and 
18. Sect. 298.); both of early date and style ; and both, par¬ 
ticularly the Annunci.ation, worthy of being compared with the 
most beautiful and highly finished oil-paintings. The colour¬ 
ing is remarkably pleasing, and tvcll managed ; the. centre 
bright and clear, encompassed by grand ma«bcs of blue aud 
red, the dazzling brilliance of which throws out the centre 
part most beautifully. 1 was. however, even more delighted 
with the colouring of a large “ Ecce Homo,” by Diirer. Thi.s 
subject, and others conm.'ctcd with it, has been so frequently 
treated by Durcr, both in paintings and in wood-cuts, 
that any description apjiears .‘-uperfluous ; the suffering Re¬ 
deemer is of peidect, cxqui.sit(‘ beauty ; the murderers, war¬ 
riors in caricature, lepletc with wickedness and ferocity, but 
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Still caricatures of profound and original signification. The 
conception of the subject, as here*treated, is iar from being one 
of the worst among Durer’s many design^ of the sama event. 
But the all-surpassing efiect produced results chiefly from iJiat 
burning, intense depth of colouring, which can be obtained 
only in glass painting. The startling dissonances introduced 
into the music of our finest masters ofteif indicate an inten¬ 
sity of suffering amounting almost to despair; and on the same 
principle, the strongly contrasted colours employed in glass 
painting seem to have a most powerful efibet, revealing a 
whole history of anguish, and impressing it wdth added force 
ui)on the eye and heart of the spectator. It niif^t of course 
be presupposed that the si/e of the picture and its situation 
are analogous to that of oil-paintings in general. Where, 
as ill the choir of old Gothic cathedrals, the narrow windows 
rise to an elevation scarcely atttiinable by the eye, it would 
be impossible to execute any work in the style of an oil- 
jiainting. Painting on glass must then become merely a 
tissue of variegated crystals, a transparent mosaic of gems, 
arranged in distinct masses, vividly contrasting witli each 
other, so that tin' liglit of lieaven may enffr like a da^^zling 
fianu», tlirougli this \arie<l pomp of eartUy hues. In this 
manner the whole may be worked in broad masses, each 
separate portion Ijoing dividetf from the others only at inter¬ 
vals and by certain determined lights. The finest speoiniens 
of glass-painting that 1 liave eviftr seen are in the beautiful, 
tliough still unfinished, church of !St. Gudule, at Brussels; 
tlu^rc arc many also at Cologne, but they do not abound at 
l*aris. The church of Notre Dunio, the only buildinj!^ in 
tiuu city w'hich can be called a really fine architectural tvork, 
i^ meanly situated, and the interior is much defaced by the 
modern liiiLshing of the columns, which retpiircd restoration 
in co^^(‘queIlce of the injuries they sustained during tho 
Keign of Terror. It contains no line specimens of coloured 
glass. In the up{)er window of St. Sulpice, a few better 
examjjles are to be found. 1 was particularly struck with a 
Jigure of St. Denis carrying in his hand a chalice, with the 
surmounted by tl*e nimbus. » 

Painting (ui glass is undoubtedly a distinct branch of the 
art. To make the difference of the motive represented, a 
ground for the division of painting into distinct and separate 

II a 
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brandies, is acting on a completely false principle and 
erroneous basis;.since, whatever the material, it is still the 
same imitative and representative art, and only directly 
affected by the nature of the material employed. In a per¬ 
fect and truly artistic representation, the various subjects 
are only the means collectively employed for a certain end ; 
the signs or symbols indicating it. But the aim and object 
of the whole combination is a lofty and expressive significa¬ 
tion, lying concealed, and yet shadowed forth by each token 
or symbol, and which might justly be called the spiritual 
mrii\e. * Thus I haie already shown that portrait-painting, 
landscape, caricature, and still-life are grandly and intelligibly 
employed only in what are styled historical, but which should 
rather bo termed symbolic, compositions, because, being the 
only really perfect kind of picture, it does not dejirive each 
accessory branch of its peculiar signification, but rather, 
restoring all to their true position and importance, the mean¬ 
ing and intention come into perfect operation ; and thus for 
the first time they arrive at that position which indeed they 
ever ought to hold. I have sliown that these branches of 
painting, as thc^ are called, tliougli occasionally separated 
in the studio of the artist, wlnj may be sometimes compelled 
to make studies of separate parts, to be reunited in his per¬ 
fect coraposition.s, are, singly," nothing more than parts, or 
membci's, and even these may easily be subdivided into still 
more suiierfluous distinctiorto; a.s, for example — battle-piece.*, 
miniatui-es, genre, &c. Sec. Reasons for the division of the 
representative and Imitative art into various branches, ri.se 
mo5l naturally from the different capabilities of the luateadals 
and bodily 8ub.stance employed. But the place for which tiie 
picture is destined, is a point of the highest importance, ami 
affords a far surer ground for division than the diversity of 
subject. Every, good picture should be designed for some par¬ 
ticular spot, and most of the old paintings were thu.s appro¬ 
priately conceived. Some for altar-pieces, others to adorn 
the entrance to the choir, others for the refectory or cells of 
a monastery. It is easy, in the works of the really good 
masters, to trace their destination; thus, for example, a pic¬ 
ture intended for the'liigli altai* is easily di tinguished from 
those for the little side altars ; not by the size alone, but 

* See note, anli, p. 94. 
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ratlier by its subject and general treatment; and again, the 
grand centre-piece, and the wing-pictures, are distinctly dif¬ 
ferent ; and finally, the paintings on tjje inner and^ outer 
panels of these wings. There is, indeed, no image, even, in 
nature, which can be universally appropidate, and every 
work of the imitative art ought also to be confined to some 
peculiar destination ; otherwise these compositions, even if 
rising to the lofty freedom of poetry, will be found utterly 
empty and ineffective. Still a distinction founded on the 
diversity of materials employed is more solid; for as the 
wondrous decorations of Gotliic architecture can be executed 
only in delicate sandstone, while Greek sculpture demands 
the tine transpa^'ent marble, and granite or basalt are most 
suitable for the gigantic proportions of Egyptian art; so 
the different materials used in painting can alone produce 
different branches, as oil-painting, glass-painting and fresco- 
painting ; because the artist, while studying to avoid ev'ery- 
tliing unfavourable in each of these various materials, and to 
avail himself of every advantage they may present, is un¬ 
avoidably compelled to treat the same subject in a vefy dif¬ 
ferent manner. • 

From this little digression we return J;o^our enumeratioo 
of remarkable pictures, first Noticing those which 1 omitted 
in the previous letters. I ncglftcted, in my account of Lu'eien 
Buonaparte’s collection, now removed to Rome, to mepjtion a 
M^ry remarkable Entombment by Giorgione. Though but a 
small picture, it has great merit. The dark green foreground, 
of thickly interwov<‘n herbs and plants, is beautifully true to 
nature ; the portrait-like character of the heads, the aase 
and freedom of the attitudes, and the costumes, generally in 
the Venetian taste of that period,’with here and there some 
fanciful varieties; — all this reminds us of the schools of the 
Nethei’lands, but in their oldest and grandest style: the ex- 
l)n‘Ssion is noble, free, and manly: it is one of the most 
thoroughly Venetian pictures 1 have ever seen. 

In the Restoring Room at the Louvre, I found a num¬ 
ber of famous and beautiful paintings, but can devote my 
attention only to a few of the most important; and, indeed, 
several of the most charming of these were so hastily re¬ 
moved that I had no opportunity of studying them as I 
wished, particularly a very excellent St. Catherine crowned 
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with lilies, by Leonardo, and a series of heads of the apostles 
brought from the church of .San Luigi, at Rome^ The ftitter 
are 8 i^all,'on .41 gbjd ground, through which the rosy flesh 
tints appear, and they altogether remind me strongly of the 
earliest period of Christian.painting, and the predominance 
of the Byzantine 'style. A reminiscence of that simple child¬ 
like period of the‘-art which tdwaye brings so much that is 
charming and instructive to the mind of the thoughtful spec¬ 
tator, and at the«ame time breathes a soothing tranquil¬ 
lity of feeling. The three Fatea, attributed to Michelangelo, 
may be cited as examples of a couipletcly opposite style and 
the dc^enentey of modern art; an excessive vigour oi' design 
and conception being expended in producing the represent¬ 
ation of ugliness the most fearful aiid revolting, and without, 
as it appears, any higher ultimate intention. 

A large painting of Titian’s, the “ Antiopc,” will, by 
those who set his highest excellence in the loveliest carna¬ 
tions and the delineation of naked forms, be considered ns 
{it least one of the finest pictures by that master to be. seen 
at Paris. The broad, clear, joyous landscape, the figures 
near, and their ^occupation ; — dogs, horses, and huntsmen ; 
and one shepherd, drinking from the stream, introduced, it 
is said, as symbolic of desire: this is in all re.spects one of 


the finest of Titian’s paintings, with the single exception, 
perhqps, of the figure of Jupiter, who, represented under the 
form of a satyr, seems alno.st entirely faunish. Still 
these'details are but casually noticed, so completely is the 
eye riveted on the sluniberiiig beauty who repo.ses in the 
foreground. TliC slightly shadowing drapery partially rc- 
veals-all those charms which it is desiirned to hide. Nothing 
can be ebneeived more delicate, and at the same time more 
full of life, than the outline of the naked body, the lincdy- 
fonned and rounded limbs, and tlte warm tints of the fine, 
soft skin, surpassed only by the rosy smiling moutit, the half- 
closed eyes, the treacherous glow upon tlie clieek, as she 
seems to lie before us^ in. motionless slumber, or, perhaps, 
wrapt in some delicious dream. The light arm i.s placed 
under, the head, which it supports, so that the whole of the 
side nearest the s[)ectator i.s-fully vi.sible. Those modern 
artists who desire to imitate the antitjue, and even attempt 
to delineate the naked forms of sculpture, inny learn a cor- 
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rec^ treatmfent from that adoptfed by this great master in 
repTesenting sensible charms tn all their living, glowing 
fascination; in doing which, those fiaet . among painters, 
Kaphael, and even Titian,, arc never Ibund to overstep «the 
boundaries ol‘ beauty and propriety. Still there must always 
be a stning line of demarcation between sculpture, whose 
office it is to depict the’’ simple, and consequently unveiled 
fonns of nature, and in which the naked outline cannot pos¬ 
sibly offend a healthy eye, and painting, jfche vital principle 
of which art consists in deliciously reveaUi^, yet at the some 
time wisely shadowing, the gifts of beauty, being endowed 
w’ith the mngi<! v<‘il oFcohiuring, not only the b?tter to tjom- 
plete. the illusion by impurtihg a life-like c{^rnation totthe 
lovely 1‘orm, but also, through the eye cf fancy, to kindle 
our sympathetic pulses, and exalt the general expression. 

Jt is remarkable that the great Italian masters, when, as 
not unirequently irappens, they selected subjects from 
sek mythology, and that general class of ideas, treated 
th^ merely as recreations in the intervals of their geverer 


com; 


Ksitions, either in an expressive, easy manner, not rising 
to an^maginative allegory, or, as in the instance before OS, 
striving only to display the, highest perfection of sensual 
beauty. This is the re.sult of a true and pure instinct, and'the 
painter, in choosing that already almost exhausted sphere of 
subjects, far h^s adapte^ to his art than to that of sculptui'e, 
must lind the Greek mythology present i tself to his imagina¬ 
tion under that particular form. There are, it is true, some 
iiislances of modern art rising to a s])iritnal and alino.«t 
Chri.stian manner in the repuesentation of mjthoIogiealJub- 
jeets. Giulio Romano, in hiS fre.sco paintings at Alantua, 
.has treated the Overthrow of the Titans with a*higlily poeti- 
C.U leeliug. There is surprising power and vigour in his 
conception of the two contending elenient.s, Ahe overwhelm¬ 
ing floods of rising water, and the sinking of the earth, beai’- 
irtg ilown all its ruined temjjles and broken cliffs. In this, 
the s})cetacle of Titanic arrogance overthrown, while some 
of the giant beings presume proudly to defy the impending 
ruin, and tlius sink sullenly to destruction, or strive tfl pra 3 % 
with hands rarely clasped in'supplication, leaves an almost 
Christian impression on the niiud. Subjects from classical 
mytholog}'^, susce])tible of the treatment here described, form 
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extraordinary exceptions to the usual class, and are no less 
rare than such noble and artiStic representations as the above- 
mentidbed. It were vain to seek in mythological subjects 
the*beautiful, true symbolism, the exceeding love and loveli¬ 
ness, the bliss, as well as suftering, which more modern art 
possesses, and for tl^is simple reason, that such spirituality of 
sentiment lies not within the scope of their character. Even 
Raphael’s glorious imagining of the beautiful myth of Psyclie 
is ratlicr graceful than profound; that fiction, too, belongs 
almost to antique philosophy, rather than mythology, and in 
its development affords an example of true spiritual beauty, 
almost unparalleled in Greek fable, the motive of which is 
seldom more than an overflowing abundance of animal life 
and delight in the utmost sensual grace and fascination, the 
perfect development of undisguised bodily vigour. All these 
allegorical and symbolic pictures, if seriously .studied, and 
conceived with any depth of imagination, will be found to 
refer, more or less distinctly, to the deepest pain of all earthly 
existence, or the summit of its highest bliss; to the perfect 
delineation of un jeiled forms of exquisite beauty, or to the 
fearful strife and tragic horror of heroic deeds and suffer¬ 
ings ; and in the inost .sublimertvorks of the ancients also we 
find the union of both elements — life and death, agony and 
bliss —placed in bold and strixing contrast. 

If ih these compositions we do not look below the surface, 
wc shall certainly find them'easy of comprehension, and de¬ 
void of any profound meaning; but the lofty efforts of ancient 
art were alwa)'S directed to the unfolding of the mysteries of 
nature, and the inexhaustible treasures of animated existence. 
The mythology, nay, rather the religion of antiquity, was 
throughout sensual and material, an inspired, intoxicating 
adoration of natural life, in its inexhaustible luxuriance and 
energy, confined and restrained only by human laws, yet 
rarely infringing the limits of an almost inconceivably ma¬ 
tured intelligence and propriety. The Italian painters of 
the olden time ought not to be too severely censured for 
choosing their classical subjects from Ovid’s Metamorphoses, 
and dther similar works, in preference to Homer; and 
rather than lose the delightful variety afforded by these sub¬ 
jects, painters of the present day venture to adopt stories of 
antique fable, like glowing episodes, among severer and loftier 
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studies, it should bo remembered that such delicious repre¬ 
sentations, emanating from a mftid absorbed in the contem¬ 
plation of beauty and grace in its most fascinating imaginative 
perfection, may justly claim to be regarded with peculiar •in¬ 
dulgence and toleration. 

It frequently becomes a question,^ whether modern 
painters are at liberty, considering them especially as the 
votai'ies of Christian art, to employ their genius on such 
representations of sensible beauty, or to interweave them 
into any of their compositions. Tlie art of painting, although 
capable of intense spirituality of expression, is, strictly spell¬ 
ing, a purely imitative art, and as such devoted to the deline¬ 
ation of material forms; therefore, to censui^ an artist for 
depicting the blooming grace of yonthful attractions, or to 
require liim to shun their representation on the canvas, is a 
bitter and constrained severity, which, tending to compress 
the art within too narrow limits, would infallibly cramp 
its energies, and, depriving it of free scope for exertion, injure 
it in a most important point. The attainment of l>ejuty is 
the peculiar object of the art, and by its success in this point 
it ever has been and will be judged. Still as on the one 
hand it seeks holy and devotityial subjects Ibr the adornment 
of ecclesiastical edifices, ami on the other tends to the useful 
ministering to the varied luxury of our dwellings, or the 
splendour of public buildings, its peculiar i)rovince consists, 
in both, in the representation of tnatcrial forms; the charms 
and attractions of the human figure, constituting the highest 
element of sensible beauty, cannot therefore be entirely ex¬ 
cluded, although they should at all times be made subservfent 
to the nobler impulses of devotion and spirituality. 

A painter can hardly be considered a master in his art, if he 
be incapable of drawing tlie naked figure, or imitating the 
glowing carnations of the flesh; but it is essenkial, that besides 
making it his first and chief care in compositions of aniore seri¬ 
ous tendency to keep the sentiment of beauty in subordination 
to spirituality of expression, the distinction already insisted 
on between painting and sculpture should be studiously pre¬ 
served. He should never fill his canvas with great thasses 
of naked beauty, which only confuse the eye, destroying its 
simple perception of loveliness; for the magic grace of a 
picture consists rather in the representation of womanly, 
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child-llke, or youthful figures, modestly veiled, and revealing 
only a few timid, yet biorfniing charms. Little will often 
suffice to give the» efiect he seeks: a delicate cheek, a soft 
clasping arm, a gentle smile, captivates the soul fur more 
than a more open display of charms, and in this respect the 
idea and treatment of painting differs widely from sculpture. 
The “convenances” imposed by the art cannot, of course, 
be regulated by the laws which hold good in actual life, and 
an artist ought certainly to represent every thing belonging 
to, or required by, his subject. What mind, indeed, could be 
so p'^,! verted as to find anything objectionable in the naked 
body of St.‘Agatha, as depicted in the Martyrdom by Sebas¬ 
tian del Pioinbo 'i And this brings me to the third rule for 
the treatment of sensual beauty iu painting, wliicb, in addi¬ 
tion to the appropriate subordination of what is merely pleas¬ 
ing to the loftier objects of the art, and the distinction already 
noticed between painting and sculpture, imperatively demands 
to be observed. It will give new confirmation also to the 
opiniops already set forth of the ruinous and destructive 
practice of separating into distinct and independent briinches 
those single elements wdiich, in their harmonious union, con¬ 
stitute a ]>erfect Composition. Jf, for example, an artist select 
one of these charming branches, and confine himself exclu- 
sively to the practice of it, he may ])roduce a separate and 
pleasMtg genre; but bis success will probably be injurious 
even to his own talent; cert'ainly fatal to the art, which being 
thus intentionally dismembered, will ere long sink to the 
lowest stage of degradation. When, however, these united 
elements combine in one. ])crfect composition, thfeir sensible 
charm is liappily contrasted ivitli the severe grandeur of the 
surrounditig figures and circumstances, and while themselves 
elevated and refined in expression by that very asso(aation, 
they diffuse an indescribable tenderness and softnc^s tlirongli- 
out the whole. Raphael may be studied as an example of 
perfection in this, never suffering his rejiresentations of 
sensible beauty, though equal to, and even sur|)assing those 
of Titian, to disturb the harmony of the whole composition. 
The billy naked female figure belonging to the cycle of 
Christian art. is that of Rve; but liere tlie .s “lemnity of the 
subject, if adequately rendered by the painter, must prevent 
all injurious association of ideas. Raphael, in the “ Camera 
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della Segnatura,” has depicted the pure consort of the Father 
of mankind as a charming seduaer, lovely and graceful, in nil 
the tenderness of youthful beauty; but vhat eyecoul^} be of¬ 
fended even though the blushing shame of her looks, the cijns- 
cious guilt of her expression, awoke far other thoughts and me¬ 
mories ? Even in mythological subjects, the charms of sense 
are interwoven by Raphael merely as h quite subordinate 
element: take, for instance, the Psyche, the Galatea, and 
the exquisite Marriage of Roxana. A principle, however, 
is involved in the choice of sucli subjects, which is always 
liable to be carried to excess. Thus in the fresco paintings 
of the Carracci, wlio aspired to tread in Ids steps?all restraint 
is completely thrown off, nad sensual beauty becomes the 
centre and object of the entire composition, to the utter sub¬ 
version of tlie spiritual idea of loveliness. 

We cannot be surprised that Parrhasius should have 
been a voluptuous pnintf'r, since that property harmoni.sed 
completely with the religion and jdiilosophy of paganism; 
yet even he never suffers himself to expend his allurements 
and embellishinonts on ordinary voluptuousness, buf rather 
seems to entertain a devout feeling of the "sacredness of that 
lofty beauty, whose bosom is the source of,all ciirthly loveli- 
ne.ss and grace. 

If succeeding painters aiiifed at a dilTerent object, and 
selected other suljjects I'oreign to the perfection of t)eauty 
(for Greek art could never riiJi to the highly spiritual in 
character or expression), it was only bceau.se they too eaidy 
wandered from their original truth and purity. After the 
death of Phidias, who had treated .sculpture as it.s true iirten- 
tion and grandeur required, tho.se who succeeded him wan¬ 
dered into innunierable patlis of error; the subjects they 
selected, and the objects at whicli tlicy aimed, were alike 
incompatible with real excellence; and it^.secms probable 
that Greek painting expired with I^irrhasius, as .sculpture 
did with Phidias. Our ideas of the progress of art are in 
general too .«ystematic. It may be po.ssible to adhere to 
system in that later period of already declining art, when the 
natural, the severe, the charming, and the voluptuous«appear 
to be ehjganlly and systematically arranged, i-i.sing gradually 
one out of the otlicr; and it is to tlu,sc times, already de¬ 
signated the later, that the old authors, whose opinions w^e 
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are prone blindly to follow, most probably referred; these 
opinions will consequently bw of very little use in illustrating 
the gr^nd Christian style. There was no gradual transition 
from the old to the new manner; a vast gulf divides the 
latter epoch from that which we characterise as truly beau¬ 
tiful and noble, and in the same manner the distance between 
the first timid attefnpts of the art and the lofty boldness of 
its maturer epoch was traversed at once^ and by a single 
bound. The same, doubtless, occurred in Greek art, and 
has done so in all periods, and in all spheres of human oper¬ 
ation. The truly excellent, combining in itself every element 
of purity aiid truth, starts like a ghost into the astonished 
world, and even as suddenly the glorious apparition with¬ 
draws, leaving only a long line of feeble shadows on its 
track, like echoes of remembered tones, the dim memorials 
of departed greatness. 

The progress of modern art has been precisely similar. 
For upwards of a thousand years from the first establishment 
of Christianity, the pictures of saints, designed for devotional 
purposes, repeated precisely the same symbolic forms, tlius 
corresponding Mdfli tlie so-called Kiruscan manner prevalent 
in the earlier stages of classic aft. These purely ecclesiastical 
paintings are still conunun in the Greek church; but sud¬ 
denly in the industrious West a new impulse stirred, like 
that indicated by the .^Fgiiuctic figures in classic art, and 
with Giotto, in Italy, and the pred(‘C( ssors of Van Eyck, in 
the German Netherlands, a new sun dawned on the morning 
of Christian art, to whose risin<r beams vour attention will 
be (Erected in the succeeding letter. 
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The Victory of Alexander, by Altdorfer. — Paintings of the old School 
of the Netherlands at Brussels.— Great Altar-piece by Raphael. ~ 
The Dusseldorf Gallery; a grand Martyrdom, by Diirer; St.John 
and a Holy Family, by Raphael, Guido, and Rubens, as exemplifying 
two opposite Extremes of Mannerism in Painting. — A Copy of the 
St Margaret, of Raphael, at Cologne. — A few Figures of Saints, on 
a gold Ground, by Diirer. — Old Cologne School of Painting; great 
Altar-piece, representing the Three Kings worshipping the Infant 
Saviour, and the Patron Saints of Cologne,—A Series of old Pictures 
on the Passion of Christ, in th j Ly versberg Collection. — Portrait of 
the Emperor Maximilian. — Challenge to modern Artists. 

Summer, 1804. 

Besides the Italian paintings in the Restoring Room at 
the Louvre, with a description of which my last letter closed, 
I saw at the same time many of great value belonging to 
the early German schools. ’ 

Tlie account 1 propose giving of them will serve as a sort 
of explanatory introduction to my succeeding observations 
on many of the finest compo*sitions of that and of the old 
Flemish schools, which a jourAey from Paris to Brussels, and 
thence through the Rhein-land as far as Cologne, gave me an 
opportunity of seeing. • 

I sliall open niy description of those I saw at Paris, by 
noticing one little picture, brought from the church of 
San Luigi, at lioine, a ‘"Madonna in the Garden.” The 
foreground is occupied by a richly ornamented fountain of 
trans|)arent water, and the neatness and delicacy of the exe¬ 
cution lemind us so entirely of the old German style, that it 
seems scarcely possible to assign it to any other school; yet 
there are no authentic grounds for so doing, and if this very 
early picture be indci d Italian, it attbrds a new proof of the 
great similarity between both schools in their first commence¬ 
ment. Further on is a votive picture, brought from Munich, 
and attributed to Van Eyck ; yet this statement appears to 
me scarcely credible, and in the absence of all historical 
evidence to set the point at rest, 1 must doubt its belonging 
to that master. The conntenances are very different in ex- 
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pression from any of those I h|we seen' in his pictures, and 
b^lotig rather to the lower Oerman school. Though of small 
diinettsions, this is oone of the most remarkable devotional 
pointings I have ever seen. The highly-finished execution 
of the various diminutive animals and wandering figures dis¬ 
persed throughout the garden is almost marvellous, -and the 
rich and' delicate landscape wdiich fills the background is 
seen through richly-adorned, open church architecture. One 
might inspect many collections of pictures without finding 
one equal or similar to this; a little world as it were, in the 
srhalK-st, almost microscopic, style of miniature-painting. 
Still there i^ nothing about it either trifling or insignificant. 
Ko, it is calm and serious throughout; and these character¬ 
istics are so prominent in the figure of the Donatorius kneel- 

in? on tlie left, and in that of the Madonna enthroned on the 
* * 

right, above whose head angels suspend a crown of entwined 
jewels, tliat we cannot mistake the pious character of the 
early masters of the old school: the same peculiarities, in¬ 
deed, characterise the entire work. The head of the Dona¬ 
torius 13 very profoundly imagined, so mud) sso, tliat even tlie 
finest heads of Holbein appear comparatively frivolous and 
superficial, and ali the smalle^ figures are no*less carefully 
finished. The countenance ot the mother of God is of the 
severest beaut)', in the exact'proportions of Van Kyck, but 
almost more graceful than in many of his fiictures. 'I’lie 
head of the Saviour fully justifies iny remark on the national 
features apparent in this painting. It strongly resembles 
another old German pieture of less than life-sisse, whicli was 
sonib time since exhibited in the long gallery tif the Louvre, 
but without any number. The Holy Virgin in tliis pieture, 
though somewhat differently treated, is undoubtedly liy the 
liand of the same master. She is seen enthroned in tlie centre 
of the picture ; ,on her right a holy bislioj', and on her left the 
kneeling Donatorius, presented by St- George in full armour. 
Except in Gei-man pictures, we rarely meet with a counten¬ 
ance so expressive, chivalric, and smiling, as that of the 
Saint George. The head of the Donatorius in solidity and 
profouudness resembles that in the little picture. The archi¬ 
tecture and surrounding objects arc even moi*’ ancient, and 
the dress is exquisitely finished, as in all other pictiin's of 
this school. Judging from others that I have seen of Van 
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Eyck's, there seems still lesS'i4(uson for supposing 

ing to be his, but I Should affirm it to tie a very excel|ii^” 

work in the manner of the old Germao school. ' ^ 

Were I permitted to selefct a few from among&t 
pictures I have ever seen, this little painting wodld nh* , 
doubtedly be one of the number, on accoqpt of its eikquimte 
finish and delicacy. Yet it is far surpassed by a Utt}e^ooiii- 
position of Altdorfer’s with figures of one or two uiche$ in 
height.* I scarcely know whether to call it a landscape, an 
historical painting, or a battle-piece, — it is indeed all these 
combined, and much more. I cannot describe tl^e astonish¬ 
ment I felt on first beholding this wonderful work. It was 
as if to one familiar only witli the light, graceful verse of the 
Italians, and aware of no higher order of poetry, the magic 
world of'^Shakspeare’s genius were suddenly unfolded in all its 
glorious creations. This simile, however, applies only to the 
depth and richness of the poet/y in Altdorfer’s painting, not 
to the romantic spirit which reigns supreme throughout it; 
so remarkably, indeed, that we might justly style it chitialfic. 
It represents the victory of Alexander the Great over Darius. 
But there is no servile imitation of the Greek manner; it 
rather resembles the stories of old kniglit-erA.nti-y, as related 
in the romantic poetry of the njiddle ages. The costume is 
German and knightly; both men and horses clad in steel, 
witli surcoats of gold and emhroid»,^y. The chamfrein oii the 
heads of the horses, the glittering kanccs and stirrups, and 
the rich variety of the armour, form a scene of indescribable 
beauty and splendour. There is neither blood, nor any objfict 
likely to excite disgust and horror, — no severed or dis¬ 
torted limbs ; only in the immediate foreground, if examined 
very elosejy, we discover under the feet of the charging hosts 
on either side, in their impetuous onset, many piles of corpses, 
lying thickly together, like a web, and formiftg, as it were, 
the groundwork to this world of war and arras, of glancing 
steel, and still more glittering fame, and chivalry. It is, in 
truth, a little world (omprised within a few square I'eet of 
cam as. The innumerable hosts of combatants advai^cing 
on all sides apjiear inexhaustible, and the distant landscape 
seem^ also to lose itself in immensity. The wide ocean 
stretches before us in the distance; an historical error, if you 

• Pinacotbek, Cabinets, No. ICa. 
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will, but wliich is made tlie vehicle of n lofty and speaking 
allegory. We see the sek, with* lofty cliifs on either side, 
and \ rugged island lying between them, ships of war and 
\vliole fleets of other vessels; on the left the sinking moon, 
and the sun rising on the right, form a striking and 
correct emblem of the event represented. The armies arc 
arranged in rank and column, without any of the strange 
contrasts and distortions common in battle-pieces ; indeed, 
witii so vast a number of figures, this wouhi have been im¬ 
possible- It lias the order, perhaps it may be termed for¬ 
mality, of^ the old school. The character and execution of 
the little figures is wonderful, and would not he unworthy 
ev<Mi of Diirer. Let it be remarked, once for all, that the 
solidity of execution apparent in this picture, notwithstand¬ 
ing the injuries it has sustained, is superior to any we meet 
with even among good masters of the Italian school, and 
belongs only to the early German. Wliat variety of expres¬ 
sion is there, not in the individual knigJits and warriors alone, 
but in the whole assembled armies! Here columns of black 
archers rush down tlie mountains, with the impetuosity of a 
sweeping torrent, while added numbers jiress on behind 
them. On t\i9 other side,Jiigli above, among tlie rocks, a 
scattered body of tlui fiyin^ is turning into a narrow 

defile. Little can be distinguished except their helmets, 
glittering in the sun ; and yet the whole scene, even iii that 
remote distance, is most expressive. Tlie jioint of liighe>t 
interest stands out brilliantly in the centre, as the gimeral 
f^cus of tlie composition,— Alexander and Darius, both 
glittering in armour of burnished gold. Alexander, mounted 
on liucephalus, with lancc in rest, and advancing far before 
his followers in eager pursuit of the flyi’ig Darius, whose 
charioteer has already fallen on his white liorses, while 
Darius looksHiack upon his conqueror with all the rage and 
despair of a vanquished king. One may withdraw to so 
great a distance from this picture, that nothing else can he 
discerned, and yet this group is still clearly defined, and 
excites feelings of the deepest syiupalliy. It is a little Iliad 
on canvas and by the mute language of its colouring, might 
instruct those who abandon the holy path i f catholic symbol¬ 
ism in quest of new and grand subjects, and aim at producing 
really romantic compositions, how the stirring spirit of 
chivalry ought to be expressed. 
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“ITie Siege of a Tow»u”* painted by Martin Fezcle, 
though not actually in a bad Style? has little lofty poetic feel¬ 
ing. I was particularly struck with a grouj) of knights fh the 
furthest background, represented within the court-yard of 
the citadel, clad in black armour, their helmets raised and 
hands mutually clasped, exchanging pledge^ of fidelity. Thus, 
the sensibility of the early German masters betrayed a feel¬ 
ing soul, when others would perhaps have thought only of 
contrasts and trifles, or have contented themselves with 
attending to secondary details,—less essential, but more 
easily mastered. ^ 

Both these pictures are said to have been brought from 
Munich. If there be many more such paintings.in that town, 
German artists will do well to travel thither, and learn the 
art of our national predecessors f, as they now visit Rome or 
Baris in order to study the treasures of classical antiquity, or 
of the Italian schools. We can scarcely hope to see a revival 
of art in Germany until wc possess some art-loving prince of 
German origin and temperament, or until some connoisseurs 
and investigators of the .art arise, who being able to devote 
their lives to that sole object, seek to unite in one great body X 

I « 

* Pinacothekj IMunich Cabinets, Ny. 155. Tlie artist is .styled in the 
Catalogue Melclier h'oselen. 

f Munich has now united with its orij'inal treasiues, consisting; chiefly 
of works of the Upper Gerinau schools^ the delij;htlul Auj^sburg and 
Sch]els^beim C<»l!ectu>ns, as well as ilic valuable Dusseldorf Gallery. Tf, 
in addition to this, wcreth*et on what tl»e A^pinietic ('ollection, unrivalled 
in its kind, and the biiildinj; of the Glvptoiheca, designed for tlie im^e 
worthy preservation of ancient sculptuies. have done towards tlie en¬ 
couragement of fresco-painting in Germany, we see that a Iwdy of early 
German art of various kinds is there united, which in.spiresthe brightest 
hopes and, witli the national seals of art, J)resdeii and ^hen^a, seems to 
promise a new ba.sls for the future elevation of the general st\ic of 
German art. 

J This wish has since be;’!! fulfilled by the formation of the Boisseree 
Collection, (also now in tlie Tinacothek at Munich,) and in a manner far 
sur]>asslng every expectation that had been formeil concerning the then 
little known superiority of German art. Its value consists not only in 
the masterpieces of various artists there assembled, hut also in th (4 per¬ 
fection of the historic:!) arraiigcincnt, the correct judgment, and artistic ■ 
feeling with which these fine works of the old Genn.ms have been selected. 

It affords a further example of what, even in our da), may beeiiected by 
a noble perseverance constantly directed to one object* 

1 2 



116 PAINTINGS IN PAKIS, 1802-1804. [LETTER IV. 

aU the now-existing and widol^r^cattered compositions of the 
old Gorman schools. Thfe mingling rays of German-art 
bein^ thus concentrated in one focus, their effect would be 
inconceivably heightened, and they would prove at least as 
valuable and surprising as any exhibition of the assembled 
treasures of Greek or Italian art. The ancient Geimans 
were peculiarly grand and original in their works, though 
modern ignorance is unacquainted with them; and a shallow 
rage for imitation, in bitter self-contempt, seeking tlie dark¬ 
ness, refuses to acknowledge it. But has this copying ever 
produced anything excellent in any art? Nothing,— no¬ 
thing throughout! except what is either preposterous or 
completely shallow and useless. The poet who suffers his 
fancy to stray and luxuriate in distant regions, may peidiaps 
be pardoned, yet even poetry must return from its quest of 
foreign treasures, and seek at home I'or what forms the 
closest point of union of feeling and of poetry among his own 
people and in his own times, or liis poetry will be ever cold 
and jceble. The intellect, liowever, and the imitative art, 
become ehoked up, restricted in their length and breadth by 
such apparent improvement in variety. Certain circum¬ 
scribed boundartes are necesjary to the vigorous and success¬ 
ful development of the peculiar feeling of the art, and of 
■what it ought to effect, 'frutiis, dictated by reason, are 
unifcrsal. Imagination loves to wander in the unknown 
distance, but reason sedks ratlier to pierce to the lowest 
depth, and latent origin of what is near to us and around, 
.and so to reproduce it in painting, that in this new-born and 
-cujar representation of tlie incomprehensible my.stcry of 
nature, an impulse from the heart may suddenly lireak 
through, uttering as it were unspeakable words; ivhile 
imitation can tind none more lofty or e.xpressive tlian have 
been already beard. .Springing from what is near and 
peculiar to us, the character of Ibe art will inlallibly be local 
and national. We may trace the general proportions of a 
bcaiitil'ul figure according tc a certain type or idealization, 
but to preserve a distinct individuality of expression and of 
couhtenance is also of the highe^t importance. As long as 
the art devoted itself to the service of the church and of 
religion within the mysterious circle of symbolism, ftat 
spiritual beauty and holy signification which is the same in 
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all Cbristian countries, of course supplied the first and highest 
distinctiou to which national cliaracteristics must ever be 
held subordinate. Still this latter elementiis not to be bjotted 
out, nor entirely lost; it must rather interweave itself with 
each higher attribute, and thus give to the arrangement of 
the whole that sensible grace and living charm which are 
so peculiarly its own. It has already be^hn remarked, that 
in the works of the oldest masters of the Italian scliool the 
national features and physiognomy are so marked as often to 
appear harsh and glaring, while in the later period all these 
characteristics disappear in a general ideality, becoming by 
degrees completely frivolous and characterless, 'fhe reverse 
appears, generally speaking, t j be tlie case with the Gennans.' 
In their earliest pictures, designed after the Grreek style, a 
holy symbolism and severe dignity of devotional expression 
predominate, while the actual characteristics of the people in 
features and costume are first remarked in a much later 
period ; then it is true, so glaringly brought forward, as often 
to a}»pear hai'sh and almost caricatured. This is especially 
to be observed in Lucas van Leyden and his contemporaries 
of the Netherlands. The vivacity and varied expression 
with which Diirei’ seized and depicted the CVemian national 
features, contributed to preserve a less variable character in 
the upper German schools, wdieh in them ever remained 
predominant, and in time assumed a heavy, dull breadtii of 
expression. It must not, however, be overlooked, that in 
the, schools of the Netherlands, at their best period, all these 
elements were most happily bhmdeil, ns in Van Eyck, and 
He-roling, who united the deep symbolism of devotion afid 
holy beauty witli a (German abundunec of feeling and ex¬ 
pression. Nay, Meister "Wilhelm, of Cologne, nearly as he 
assimilates to the Greek style, still in tlie calm godliness 
whieli forms the general characteristic of his pictures, and of 
his conceptions of the Madonna iu particular, and of other 
glorified saints, clearly indicates a tendency to the rejoicing 
life of the German manner at that period. "We trace this in 
the countenances, as well as iu the surrounding groups of 
figures, and a certain fantastic richness and delicacy iif the 
many-coloured rob«« and costTime. The study of these lively 
charaeterLtics and national ]>eenliarities is of especial im¬ 
portance at the pieseiit time, as forming a necessary element 
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of every vivid representation, and one in which modern art 
is most deficient, being more in danger of losing itself in the 
abstract generalisation of an ideal, equally feeble and 
frivolous, than of falling into errors of an opposite tendency. 
Until the amalgamating confusion of later times, every nation 
had its own ^stinct features, in manners, customs, feeling, 
and physiognomy,‘and equally national peculiarities in music, 
painting, and architecture. How, indeed, could it be other¬ 
wise ? Much has been said concerning the universality of 
beauty, and the art, as unrestricted by the limits ol' any 
locality, yet never has a single spot been discovered in which 
it can sucbcssfully throw oif the peculiar characteristics of 
the sphere in which it exists. Certainly the attempts 
hitherto made on this principle give us little reason to an¬ 
ticipate much advantage from the promulgation of this new 
faith. The Greeks and Egyptians, the Italians and Ger¬ 
mans, all became great in art while it was confined within 
severe and well-defined limits, and in all alike we may date 
their decline from that high eminence at the period wlu?n 
indiscriminate imitations were first practised. The excellence 
of painting, in particular, which can present an outline only 
of material forms, depends greatly on its power of seizing 
both the purely spiritual and the individual expression of 
those forms, and it should so'fenijtloy the magic of colouring, 
as t(k embody and retain the exact proportions and appi’opriate 
ideality of each object, existing in different nations and 
localities. The artist Avill do well to sxdopt and act upon the 
W'ell-grounded principles of Durer, who, when would-be 
critics blamed his manner of painting, and stro-ve to turn 
him from his path, replied, “ I will paint nothing antique.” 
In him the many magnificent works of art di.splayed at 
Venice excited no false attempt to imitate the Italian style, 
for he held it .much better to remain true to his own deej)!)'- 
studied art. He had no higher ambition than to paint as a 
German, striving to attain the highest perlection in that 
style, and fully carrying out the vigorous and energetic prin¬ 
ciples of the upper German school. He united and blended 
witli' them the varied vivacity and rich imaginative faculty 
of the lower German masters ; a manner v hich harmonises 
entirely with the inconceivable treasures of his own creative 
genius, and, indeed, is almost ueccssaiy to their full develop- 
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ment. I shall now attempt to analyse and examine the 
jmnciples of this peculiarly irnigiuutive style of the old 
German masters, and the schools of t|^e Netherlan^ds in 
general, by giving a concise description of the most remark¬ 
able antique paintings at Brussels and Cologne. 

The Exhibition opened at Brussels, since the 9th 
Messidor, year xr, consists partly of piotures sent thither 
from the Parisian Mn.seuin (in compliance with the order 
before alluded to), and partly of such as belonged originally 
to that province; besides some old paintings removed during 
the llevolution from churches and monasteries, and which 
are now collected and shown to the greatest acU'antage in 
a well-lighted and spacious .uuseum. The six first apart¬ 
ments contain many famous paintings of the ‘later schools 
of Italy and the Netherlands, and, unlike the generality of 
such collections, many not unworthy of their fame. I select 
from among them a good ])icturc by l*alma Veccliio, a 
“ Deposition from the Cros.s,” of small dimensions; two 
“ Holy Families,” after Leonardo and Raphael, which, al¬ 
though copies, certainl}’’ give a very intelligible idea of the 
great originals. A portrait of a w'oman wdth a carnation 
in her hand*, by Garofalo, said to be a picture of bis wife: 
it lias been greatly injured, anti was not* originally finished 
with so much decided energy, »rlepth of feeling, and expres¬ 
sion, as his own portrait laiinted by himself in the Louvre : 
the latter is rather under the sizciof life, but the female’por¬ 
trait at Brussels is the full life-size. 

I w'as most delighted, however, with the seventh room, 
■whieh, with the exception of one large picture by Raphael, 
is filled with the early masters, namely, with compositions 
of the school of ^'an Eyck, Engelhrcclisen, Coningsloo, Van 
Orley, Coxcei, or (.'oxcis, Sclioreel, llemskirk, and many 
others less known, and belonging even to an earlier period. 
This exhibition is most instructive in regal’d to the history 
of the art, and gives a far b(;tter idea of the treasures and 
eharai’teristics of the old school of the Netherlands than can 
bo obtaiiu'd from ordinary collections, which rarely possess 
many of these rare antiquities. We see here no tr#ce of 
wliut is called the Dutch stylo, as applied to the more modern 
schools; none of their uniformity in the choice of subjects, 

• Carofalu used the carnation (Garofalo) as his emblem flower. 
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their deceptive imitation of nature, and mannerism of colour¬ 
ing, but everything is in the highest degree simple and 
noble^ In almost ^all the ^lier pictures of every school 
vre ti’ace the manner of the first Van Eyck, although they 
have not, it is true, all his originality ; and notwithstanding 
the great general sim^arity, we remark also nfiuiy decided 
variations. Some^for instance, are so completely in Diirer’s 
style, that they seem almost like intentional imitations. Wor 
does it appear in any degree surprising ^al Diirer should 
have been So frequently copied, both by the schools of the 
Netherlands, and of the Lower BJune. The “ Adoration of 
the Kings,” with the “ CircumcLsion,” and the “ Adoration 
of the yiiepherdS,” on the side wings, by John Schoreel 
(No. 99.), struck me at ,the first glance as completely in 
” Durer’s style. This famCffl^Dutch painter was one of the 
last to preserve the seriouC meditative, and devotional style 
of Van Eyck and Hcmling, and even in*his time explained 
and developed it: his finished pictures have a soft, bright 
tenderness of outline and colouring not often seen in pictures 
of the»same size, even by Diirer, whose characters ap})ear to 
be of harder metal. We possess, hovfeyer, abundant and 
incontrovertible evidence, that long b^re the period of 
Diirer, many ol<^pictures, completely in his style, are to be 
found, and figures which we» can scarcely avoid assigning 
to his scliool; this observation applies to a wonderlully ex¬ 
cellent picture which 1 sa\g in one of the private apartments 
of the Brussels Gallery (No. loo.), representing the ‘‘Be¬ 
trayal of Christ,’’ and the “ Resurrection.” In the Cata- 
log«e it is merely described as “ a very old picture.” It is 
without a frame, and prol)ably belongs to the earliest period ; 
but it is so completely in the style of Diirer, that I willingly 
acknowledge that it may actually belong to his school; in 
many respects it is highly excellent, and would scarcely be 
unworthy even' of Diirer himself. 

In order the better to account for these reciprocal re¬ 
semblances, we may remark that Diirer himself worked in 
the spirit and style of the painters of the Netherlands, and 
that ip all his compositions we recognise, more or less dis¬ 
tinctly, an attempt to blend the style of the Netherlands with 
the ordinary character of the German school.. It is easy to 
trace the point of transition, the first step towards the union 
of both German schools;’ and it is precisely because Diirer 
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80 completely embodied both the rich ianoy and ajrtiatic ^ill 
of Lower Germany, and the pf e|^ar spirit of his own school, 
that so many paintings are i^^d in tlm Old Neth^ands 
which, not bearing the stamp of any other known master, 
ore supposed to belong to Diirer and his school, either os 
followers or predecessors. 

Li others of these paintings we see* a decided leaning 
to the Italian style, or, to speak mwe correctly, an effort 
to attain it, that v^le haring been bright into notice either 
by tourists and a&teurs, or perhaps <only from mi influx of 
designs. Such «Bpocially are Nos. 68 and 94^ by Engel- 
bi'cchtsen, and No. 98., by Qoningsloo. There i* nothing at 
all deserving commendation in any of these‘.pictures; and if 
the union of the two German sdiools appears to contribute 
to the perfection of each, the ftdse Italian tendency of a few '* 
among the masters of the Low Countries appears like an 
attempt to cx)mbine and unite essentially distinct and incom¬ 
patible principle.?. It is remarkable that these Italianizing 
painters of the Netherlands were far inferior to the others, 
and the habit of copying soon obliterated the admirable 
peculiarities of theit early national school. Evbn the treat¬ 
ment of costume iisitrays a predilection for Undefined, half- 
antique draperyjjnstead of tlA; delicate urt and industry of 
higlily-linished|(^rments; and the countenances, notwith- 
stsindiiig tlnyP^lcness which they mistook for ideality, have 
occasionall|^ wonderful affinity with the best painters of 
the Frenjn scliool. Thus the groundwork of degeneracy 
was firar laid, and a false manner introduced, which ere 
long d^rgod into the bnjad road of universal error. Cer- 
taiuliamther painters of the school of tlie Netherlands, and 
mns^jrobably those who best knew the Italian.?, remained 
faithful to the old German style, and the wider range of 
tlieir cultivation is discernible only in the superior freedom 
of their treatment. The truth of this remark is sufficiently 
proved by a votive i»ainting of Bernard Van Orley (No. 96.), 
a half-length, in three compartments. One is a Pieta, re¬ 
presenting the body of the Saviour, mourned over by his 
iVieuds and the holy women: it resembles the style of JLucas 
Van Leyden, but is more noble. The family of tlie Dona- 
torius are represented be.neath, in two compartments; on 
the left, the men pre.?enled by nn apostle, and, on the right, 
the women headed by .St. llargaret: the objective solidity 
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in the head of the old man, and the soft, tender colouring 
in the extiemely lovely lemaie figures, remind us of Holbein. 
In thot old schools ,of the Netherlands there are in reality 
many more varieties and diversities of manner than we are 
accustomed to imagine. Tlie imitators of Diircr and of the 
Italian style are sufficiently characteristic, and how diflTerent 
from both is the style of Lucas of Leyden! The latter is 
certainly highly original, and therefore merits attention, 
although I cannot award him unqualified praise, on account 
of his numerous errors of form and attitude, and his exag¬ 
gerated and artificial delicacy. lie is by far the most mait- 
nered of ali the painters of the Netherlands, almost ap¬ 
proaching to the false nature of the later schools (called 
Natnralisti). He is, however, most remarkable for a certain 
arbitrar^’^, yet delicate and fantastic waywardness and ca¬ 
price ; so that his }>roduction8 sometimes appear to us like 
tliose of a highly intellectual but sickly child, and sometinu'S 
like those of a wonderful but premature old age. We must 
not be surprised if tlie works of so capricious a master be 
found ^o take their character from his moral temperament 
and the chief events of his life. In so far, liowever, as the 
preponderance the whimsical and fantastic marks the 
Lower German school, we nfust trace these peculiar fea¬ 
tures, botli when they are foutid in the greatest excess, and 
wlien^they aj)pear to be but {)artially developed, and in this 
respect Lucas of Leyden }«-csents an instructive example, 
and is himself also an important member of the school of 
art in the Netherlands. I saw in the Lyversberg Gallery, 
at Cologne, two finished altar-pieces by Lucas of Leyden, 
which gave me a much Jiigher opinion of hi.s genius than I 
had formed from the large “ Deposition from the Cross ” and 
the “Ilerodias” at Paris. One of these jnctures represents 
the Saviour on^he Cross, St. Agnes and St. Alexius on the 
right, and on the left St. Cecilia, and St. John the lia[»tist: 
St. Mary Magdalene, in the centre, embraces the foot of tim 
cross; by her side is St. Jerome in the habit of a cardinal, 
and with the lion. The otlier painting rej)rcscnts Clirist in 
the CloudvH : St. Thomas i.s placing his finger in the Saviour’s 
wounds, and numerous saint.s surround him ; on one wing 
are Ilippolytus and .St. Afra. Tlie landscape is particularly 
bright and glowing, the background being formed by a line 
of clear blue hills, as in tlie be.st ^’^enetian paintings. TTie 
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pictures of Lucas of Leyden have a decided affinity with 
those of the old Venetian school, as, in‘a later period of the 
already-bewildered art, Rubens, by the fcoft blendingf of his 
colours, and his struggle for poetical energy and richness, 
approached the grand Roman and Florentine style of Michel¬ 
angelo, or rather that displayed in the genial compositions 
of Giulio Romano. * 

The already-noticed Hemling stands alone in the circle 
of well-known masters. He has all the pathos and Germjvn 
feeling of Diirer, but without his caricature and other pecu¬ 
liarities. In spiritual beauty and devotional feeling, as well 
as in clearness of meaning, he excels all paiifters of that 
school, and can be compared only to Van Eyck; his execu¬ 
tion is tender and highly finished, yet his objective pro¬ 
foundness cannot be surpassed even by Holbein, or any of 
the Upper German masters, while none of the Lower Ger¬ 
man school possess equal richness and poetic fancy. 

Qiiintin Metsys, a few good pictures of whose are at 
Paris, is, to a certain extent, original in his manner; a con¬ 
fined manner, it is true, and a red brown tone of colouring 
is at least perce})tiblc, if it does not predominate in all his 
pictures. 'I’liu's, throughout^all the compositions of some 
masters, we tra<-o either their own characteristics, or the 
history of their love, repeatfid under every variety of ex- 
jiression : still the careful finish of Metsys’s picture#!, and 
their expression of piety and sRicerity, will always insjnre 
pleasure and deserve esteem. Among poets, some of narrow 
and confined views write of sentiment alone, and from the 
influence of personal feeling, while others, of univSrsal 
genius, portray various characters and individual tempe¬ 
raments ; and thus, in the art of painting, each master can¬ 
not bo a Diirer, a Holbein, or an Eyck; but even those of 
inlerior genius, if their feeling be sincere and their execu¬ 
tion careful, are beautiful and necessary meinl>ers of the 
art, and all will be seen blooming and prospering together 
in the Paradise of God, the mighty and the feeble, in peace¬ 
ful union. 

When we examine for the first time a collection of 
old German pictures, like that at Brussels, or others, rich 
in w'orks of aid* but not arranged in historical order, it is 
like voyaging on some w’ild and unknown sea, without chart 
or compass. We feel the want of some fixed point amid 
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all the rich treasures before us; some guide to aid us in 
tracing the gradual'progress and structure of the whole, 
and the numerous ramifications through which it reached 
its existing stage of development. The inferences to be 
drawn from our preceding contemplations may perhaps 
serve as a guiding idea for this purpose, and at the same 
time form an introdftction to my subsequent remarks. Van 
Eyck * was the grand scientific founder, the master and ori¬ 
ginator, of the old Flemish school, and yet, from his pro¬ 
found science and the objective solidity of his execution, 
he alone possesses a remarkable affinity with the schools of 
Upper Germany, his style comprehending, indeed, every¬ 
thing that is grand and noble. We must go back to Wil¬ 
helm of Cologne for the first beautiful beginning, the rosy 
dawn of art in Germany. Hemling has been already no¬ 
ticed as having reached the highest perfection in that school, 
and Schoreel, who adhered longest and most faithfully to 
the beautiful laws of Catholic symbolism and devotional 
painting. In a state of universal degeneracy and aberra¬ 
tion, Ldcas of Leyden became remarkable from his singular 
and capricious waywardness, the first germ of which may 
indeed be found implanted in the elementary character of 
the school of the Nctherlaiids* The rich luxuriance and 
fanciful delicacy of the Lowcf German school appears to 
resemble, as far as the difference in the art and the material 
permits, the second flowery <Pnd ornamented period of Gothic 
architecture. A similar strain of glowing fancy reigns in 
both, and it was in the German Netherlands, where romantic 
architecture attained its highest perfection, that the chief 
schools of painting also flourished. If Diirer be considered 
as the point of union and an intermediate step between the 
schools of Lower Germany and the Netheriands, Holbein, 
on the other hanjl, at least in his finest compositions, displays 
the Upper German style, in greater purity. In both schools 
there is an inexhaustible fund of i»<)lated and remarkable 
ideas of art, which cannot be comprehended under any par¬ 
ticular head in tracing its gradual development. 

Aftea this short digression, we return to consider 
the collection of pictures at llrussels, none of which appeared 
to me finer than tw'o very old paintings by an unknown 
master (Nos. 153 and 154.), in an apartment not yet open 

* Hilbert, John Viir. Kvek’s eltlor brother and instructor. 
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to the public. They are both of small dimensions, but the 
fibres are larger than is custbmary in old Italian pictures 
of that class, and the same obscrvatioi^ applies to ifiany of 
the old German and Flemish paintings to which 1 shall 
have to direct your attention. The subjects are the “ Fla¬ 
gellation,” and the “Ascension.” Juicing from the style 
alone, we must, in default of historical <mtm pronounce these 
pictures to be of much earlier date than Van Eyck; still it 
is easy to be misled by first impressions in regard to the 
period of works of art. We are always disposed, by our 
preconceived ideas, to imagine that what is rude in art must 
necessarily be of early date; but that this condlusion is not 
always just is proved by the architecture of the middle ages, 
which, after attaining, in the thirteenth century, the rich 
perfection of the decorated style, became, in succeeding 
years, incompai'ably more coarse and defective. Thus, in 
the latter part of the fifteenth century, we find among the 
successors of Van Eyck many pictures which, from their 
homely manner and treatment, we should assign to a much 
earlier date, had we not historical evidence to the contrary: 
in fact the development of the arts can never be subjected 
to rules of such mathematicaj strictness and accuracy as to 
admit of no deviation. In both the atove-named pictures, 
the beauty of the heads, tlfeir energy of expression, the 
splendid colouring and delicately-finished execution .of the 
drapery, are all strikingly excefient, and must claim unqua¬ 
lified praise even from modern taste, scarcely being surpassed 
even by the best pictures in the school of Van Eyck. They 
arc all simply designed, on a gold ground; in the “ AScen- 
sion,” the I'eet only of our Saviour arc visible, seen through 
an opening in the heavens, the body unseen. This position 
is customary in the oldest representations of that subject.^ 
Thi^ jMadonna is particularly beautiful, and many of the 
heads of the apostles are also excellent: the whole treatment 
is similar to the oldest of the Italian pictures brought from 
San Luigi, decidedly in the Byzantine style, though the old 
German school is distinctly recognisable. The singular 
pomp and rich tints ol’ the costume afford indications of the 
manner afterwards carried to perfection in the school of 
Diirer; but these pictures arc altogether more simple, and 
less crowded with marvellous and fantastic ideas. The 
expression of malevolence in the figure of the tyrant in the 
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** Flagellation’’ reminds us of Diirer, but there is less of ca¬ 
ricature in this. Diirer, in his later time, was undoubtedly 
much 'indebted to Ifhe better masters of the Netherlands; 
nor can it be doubted that he both learned and borrowed 
much from the earlier paintings of that school. Both the 
pictures just described are correct examples of the old style 
of the German school in tlie countries of the Netherlands 
and the Lower Rhine : by old style I shall in future under¬ 
stand particularly those which are earlier than Van Eyck. 

A large altar-piece by Raphael, the size of life, is the 
most important of those in the Museum of Antiquities at 
Brussels: it was sent thither from Paris on account of the 
repairs it required, and was besides but little valued by 
the French, being in Raphael’s first manner- It is what 
is generally called a holy conversation.* The Madonna is 
8 eate<l on a simple throne, surrounded by four saints, with 
angels below, singing from a jiagc of music. Connoisseurs 
assign to this picture a very important place in the series of 
distinct works by this most exalted genius. It belongs to 
the period when Raphael had not yet, lured by Micliel- 
angelo and the antique taste, proved false to himself; yet it 
has all the warnaRh of feelings the vigour and richness of 
treatment, in which his earlier jnctures are deficient. In 
but few of his pictures do we see Raphael so completely 
himself, so expressive, so pure and free from all foreign 
intermixture. The heavenly boys are the perfection of 
childish beauty, in the representation of which Rajdiael still 
remains unequalled. Josepli also, rudely clad in a pilgrim’s 
habit, and leaning on his stall’, is a majestic ligure, with a 
fine head and long-flowing beard, looking on the Infant 
Christ with an expression of unfeigned alTeotion. The 
8 t. Bruno also is one of the most expressive Italian coun¬ 
tenances ever drawn by Raphael. The Madonna belongs 
to the intermediate style of Raphael. But the majestic 
uuity of the whole picture most cluiios our adniiratiou; and 
among the numerous representations of the same subject, 
this is perhaps the only one in which the appropriate senti¬ 
ment preserved, the theme being in general completely 
lost in the working out. The surrounding .saints are not 
idle, useless figures, arbitrarily introduced, and only for the 

* The following description partly applies to the Madonna mentioned 
in Kugler’s Handbook of I’aintiiig, Italy, p. 2-19.— Trans. 
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sake of artistic contrastsi of attitude and expression. The 
various parts belong essentially to each other, and every 
figure introduced seems necessary to tne perfection^of the 
■whole; all are expressive, natural, and so linked together by 
the earnest sincerity of their demei^nour, os to appear ac¬ 
tually absorl>ed in a devout conversation, which lofty mean¬ 
ing is powerfully heightened by the attdtttde of St. Bruno, 
turning towards the spectator. It is a truly grand compo¬ 
sition ; everytliing homely and simple, yet with the most 
correct expression. It recalls to our minds the old Correggio* 
at Dresden, representing the Madonna enthroned, with 
St. Catherine, St. Francis, St. Anthony, and John the 
Baptist, which is indeed tiie only picture that can be men¬ 
tioned as in any degree resembling this of Raphael’s, un¬ 
questionably one of the most meritorious of his works. 

The valuable Diisseldorf Gallery, containing famous 
works by masters of tlie modern era, particularly of those 
belonging to the school of the Netherlands, has been so 
amply described elsewhere, that my observations may be 
confined to a few among them only, which will best iUust^ato*- 
my previous observations on the old masters. 

One picture, by Diirer, of ,complica^cd*^tsubject, and very 
small dimensions, appears to be only a sketch, if, indeed, 
it be not a mere copy. The subject is the “ Martyrdom 
of the early Cliristians in Persia,” and contains- many 
figures ; but the composition is dot so well arranged, expres¬ 
sive, nor i>rofoundly imagined as we might expect, nor is 
the execution in any rcs[)cct so thoughtfully finished as is 
usual with tliat great master. 

I found among the better paintings of the old Italian 
masters a beautiful “ Adoration of the Shepherds,” by the 
Venetian Pordenone, very much resembling that by Pahna 
Vcccliio, at Paris, already described. The paintings by 
Andrea del Sarto, here exhibited, do not belong to his finest 
works. 1 have niiniy doubts as to the authentitfity of an 
“ Ecce Homo,” attributed to Correggio ; the Redeemer’s form 
is excessively disligured and blood-stained, the paititing 
careful, but flat and cold. A very small “ Holy Family,” 

• No. la.?. G. i. Catalopiue 1782. 

f Tilt* orif'inal of this most rich, hot from the theme horrifying, com¬ 
position is in the Vienna cuUcction, and executed in a most masterly 
style. I 
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bV bas aU the . chAracteristip^ of ^ thd moat 

we^efd'jWiaih^ b^jthat‘m' ’'Thd ;desi|[n be 

41^ hm! uhnatnitd gn^eur.io feature ^knd attStodel^ Xhe 
• t* S^t.^oh*/’ at^bute^|^Pa^afel,^,u^^8ap0iy'fij|QbuB and 
. Admired: Itence w§ ^bi^ppol^ablj iibt err i^^e^igniing it to 
that perio<^,of helthd alreaidy ^OTct^d into 

tb^ track of error, apd tbd imitatiltm the .ai^^ue^ This 
^t. Johp is, in ,fac^ so" much tfJiat wSth very 

sli^t.al^ation it might pass for ohe.'^^ot^thstanding the 
tdevet fbreshcateping, it is a very cold picture, ai^ the figures 
and generaf ti^tment, jf, indeed^ be^^ging to Raphael, arc 
more raxa.oved than hi^a?^ of his other compositions, 

from ordinal tone dhd bias of lUk’^eautlful and devout 
spirit*. Perhaps it Inosf' resembles me “ St. Michael ” at 
Ps^ris,‘b^t blow far more grandly cOTceived is the latter 
C(>fiipositioB, 7 -how much less cold and constrained,—perfect 
as is its artistic treatment! Tlie colouring of the “ St. John” 
is^.Bxtremeljr different; some of the shadows are certainly 
hflAvy, oclifhe original.chiaroscuro, the contracted and blended 
tints, are perhaps more striking than in any of Raphael’s 
paintings. TheAj are no other paintings of tlie same kind 
herc;^vand before deciding to^which of Raphael’s manners 
this picture, or rather the treatment of it, belongs, it would 
be reipuisite to point out i^i what manner it connects itself 
with the numerous other paintings of Raphael’s now existing 
in Italy, and ivhich, with a few trifling differences, repeat 
the same subject. 

A Holy Family,”* by Raphael, is incomparably more 
pleasing and valuable; it is in his, so called, '\ first manner,” 
a term too frtiijuently employed as an indirect censure of 


some of his finest and most successful works. The bright- 
j^nesfir and serenity of this picture, the vivid harmony of co¬ 
louring, especially in the greens, crimsons, and other brighter 
tiiijs, de^rve great praise, as also the simjilicity and gran¬ 
deur of ftte arrangement, which is pyramidal; the powerlul 
figufe of Jaseph, leaning on his staff, secuiing to indicate at 
thb sdine’^kne. tfte extreme background of the picture, and 
the highek point of the pjyamid. We might observe of 
this- pictui^^ af }v,pll as of that dl Brussels, that it is com- 

* Hoft In.'the .Municii', Gallery. ,Sec 'Kuglcr'a llabdbookf Italy, 
hiV, ' 
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pletely wjiat it ought to be. Inriuiaeniblo “ Holy Fpnmliear’’; 
by the^Oost various masters, may be eBt9«ipe4 for a variety 
of individual Ijeautie^ and in some, poima ^ay p^bd|)s be, 
richei* ibhan tlie simple work now under Gonnd^atioft; but. 
in this picture the one true idea, the ^eJmctly correct expre^w 
sion is l^ven, without a shade of exagpration or affec^tation, 
— the jnmple “ mot” that solves the enigma,^4 no more. 

The ” Susanna”* of Domenichino is, perhaps^ the finest 
of the remaining pictures. 

The Hall of RubensT vKH claim the attention of every one; 
that master can be thomughly studied only here. His tvild 
fancy and extraordinary genius, which even in its*errors be-^ 
trays a highly poetical temperament, the mag^e variety of 
his colouring, so iremarkablc a property in the oTd schools of ' 
the Netherlands, would make a separate treatise requisite 
fully to analyse his merits, and to award him the praise or 
censure he deserves; but this would be by no means com* 
patible with my present intentions. He does not appear to, 
me in his most prepossessing character in such gran^-and... 
splendid compositions as the “Judgment,” nor in his general^ 
treatment of pictures of Christian saints, but rather in such 
themes as afford full scope to tjie play of hfc rich and poe¬ 
tical fancy; and at tlie same time, by restraining it witliin , 
certain limits, prevent its strayAig into vague uncertairtties, 
and by concentrating its powers, invest them with a richer 
bloom. Such are the famous “ Battle of the Amazons,” tere, 
and the magnificent “ Tiger and Faun” family, in the Dres¬ 
den Gallery. ^ 

The “ Assumi)tion of the Virgin”| by Guido, is, per¬ 
haps, the best picture of the later Italian schools in this 
collection; still, though more -grandly imagined than this 
master’s compositions in general, it is by no means so finely 
executed as the “ Fortmia,” at Paris, or jbe exquiske 
“ Madonila,” in the collection of Lucien Buonaparte. In jthis 
we see united the two extremes of erring genius and mis¬ 
taken ideas of art — the mannerism of Rubens and Guido, 
with a cold empty ideality. 1 shall, perhaps, excite • asto-*; 
iiishment, by numbering ideality among the false principl.es' ' 
of declining art; but this term, although in its original aec«S|ir'' 


• Pinacotbek, No. 526. 


f Pinacotbek, SJumcb, No. 581.,' ^ 
K 
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tation expressing a true and genuine feeling, may also, taken 
m a contrary sens^ signify something false throughout: igno- 
xantljf supposing it to reside in outward forms alone, and mak* 
ing these the first and highest object^ whereas the significant 
intention of the whole, and the participation merein of each 
• individual figure, is the only true object to be sought. Thus 
the ideal in painting, as well as in other arts and intellectual 
creations, is sometimes supposed to consist, not in a studi¬ 
ously contrived and genial combination of various contrasting 
elements, — not in an intentional deviation from the true 
proportions of nature, — in order thereby to indicate the 
high attributes of divinity, which was perhaps the intention 
of Winkelmann and others, who first spoke of the ideal, but 
rather in such an unmeaning, middle path as, avoiding all 
extremes, is concerned only to avoid delineating anything 
mean or low. In all the mechanical arts, that of painting 
not excepted, we find two distinct methods of avoiding ex¬ 
tremes, which may be distinguished as the full and the 
empty medium ; the full is that in which all the contrasting 
elements concentrate their power, and which invariably be¬ 
comes the source of a new vitality, so that of this we may 
with truth asseat not truth a^one, but beauty also lies in the 
medium. The other middle path is barren, unfruitful, and 
negative throughout, and it fs this which people now term 
ideal, and which has no affinity whatever with that lofty 
symbolism, which seeks t6 stamp the impression of divinity 
on every lineament of a work of art. Guido, when he rose 
above simple grace, sought thus to attain the false ideal 
alone; and this is the sole object of the French school. 
Hubens and Rembrandt might claim a higher rank than the 
French masters or the feeble Italians of tlie later schools, 
because there is at least some vigour in their errors; and 
though the spirit of afiectation reigns throughout, their na¬ 
tural talents are undeniable, and even their misemployment 
of colours is marked by a certain degree of originality. The 
modem French school unites both erroneous principles, the 
barren false ideal, obtained by copying from the antique, 
and'‘the most glaring theatrical execution. Certainly the 
striking and eye-startling effect produced by the new-fashioned 
style is far from artistic, but in the highest degree theatrical, 
and so exaggerated that it almost supersedes nature herself, 
and becomes only a copy of the most complicated drama. 
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V 

Sach compositions, however, produce at least a decided effect, 
and have, therefore, more character thanuhose of the modem 
German school, which, carried away by tne pursuit of 4 false 
ideality, represent that ideality only by varied deformity uid 
a total absence of any kind of expression. 

At Cologne I was particularly struck with a picture 
of St. Margaret, by Raphael, in the possession of the painter 
Hoffmann. This picture was formerly in the Jabach ctd- 
Icction, which is not unknown in the annals of art, and 
whence the picture in the Royal Collection at Paris was also 
taken. The latter*, however, has been so much injured, 
that it will require to be almost entirely repainted, to re¬ 
store it. In this state it may now be found in the 
Restoring Room at the Louvre, with one or two other 
pictures, already noticed, but its too apparent injuries give it 
but a melancholy expression; and although the sublimity of 
the conception is indeed indestructible, it is painful tofeel how 
irreparable are the injuries it has sustained. Is this picture 
an original, or a veiw old copy, made under the direction of 
Raphael himself? The Parisian picture is now so greatly 
injured, that it would be impossible to give a satisfactory 
answer to this question, withemt some }>ai%icular historic^ 
evidence; and consequently the pictufe at present under 
consideration must be received as the only existing exmn|de 
of this incomparably beautiful pi^nting. In Italy there are, 
probably, repetitions of the same subject, but the beautiful 
“ St. Margaret,” at Vienna, is very differently treated. I 
leave to those practical artists who, by a long residence in 
Italy, by continual study of Raphael’s works, and by fre¬ 
quently comparing them with each other, are qualified to 
judge, to decide by which of liis scholars this picture was 
painted, and whether the head be not by the hand of the 
master himself. The theme and intention t)f this picture 
resemble the “ Saint Michaelthe conception is equally 
lofty and grand, but the triumph of the blessed saint over 
all the hideous monsters surrounding her is much more easy 
and graceful. We do not here see the victorious arm of the 
conquering hero and prince of spirits, but the uncon^ous 

* ThU picture was so much damaged In the attempt at restoration^ 
that it is no longer exhibited. It was originally painted on panel for 
Francis and an attempt was made to transfer it to canvas.~ TramM* 
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triumph of guileless love and glorious beauty, at whose feet 
the wicked expire,/jnslain. * The divinity revealed in the 
attitude of the saint, as, holding the palm branch in her 
hand, she treads on the wing of the monster, without even 
glancing at the creature thus annihilated by her foot, is 
rendered in the engraving with great vigour. The serene 
countenance of this heroine of the Christian faith is lofty, 
yet full of individual grace and beauty; the divinity speaks 
in her bright blue eyes, and the heavenly smile upon her 
lips. 

I remarked in the same collection a few figures of 
saints, by l3urer, on a gold ground, and once forming the 
wings of an altar-piece, full of character and profound 
feeling. We see in old pictures a decided preference for a 
gold ground, which was retained in the south of Germany 
much longer than in Italy. It seems almost probable that. 
Diirer designed this picture during his journey into the 
Netherlands, and perhaps for some church there. It is 
a Btrijting deviation from his usual style, and undoubt¬ 
edly owed its origin to some peculiar inducement, for a 
landscape background certainly gave more room for re¬ 
vealing the universal treasury of his capricious imagination. 

Many other important pictures claim our notice, the 
offspring of our own native ^t and country. The ancient 
city of Cologne, which at one time contained more than one 
hundred churches, the greater number deserving to be cited 
as specimens of the tine symbolic designs and exquisite 
wo/k of Gothic architecture, would alone suffice to unfold 
the entire history of that art from its earliest period down 
to the wondrous perfection exhibited in the cathedral now 
erecting. The city of Cologne, notwithstanding the injuries 
and violent changes which w-ar and its attendant evils have 
brought upon 'her, and in which her churches and mon¬ 
asteries severely suffered, is even at this period no less rich 
in old pictures, than valuable to the student of Gothic 
architecture. 

I here allude to a collection of old German paintings, 
belonging to a rich, comprehensive, and well-defined school, 
superior, perhaps, to any in southern Germany, — a school 
which unquestionably proves the internal unity and connec¬ 
tion of the earlier style of Germany and the Netherlands. 
There we find pictures worthy of being ranked with the best 
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of Holbein’s; others in Durer’s mannerAor of the school of 
Van Eyck ; and others, again, far older tnan either of ‘these 
masters; these last partly unite in themselves the distinc¬ 
tive peculiarities of each of the great founders and architects 
of the German school; and notwithstanding their individual 
deviations and peculiarities, bear an unqflestionable affinity 
to one or other of those styles. It would be difficult even to 
enumerate the various styles into which the earliest pictures 
of a yet unfixed state of art may be divided and classed, ac¬ 
cording to the many masters ah'eady named. 

A taste for the early style appears, indeed, tofliave sub¬ 
sisted here much longer than elsewhere; and Germany is 
even now distinguished by real talent and science, and a 
general fondness for the art, manifesting itself in an universal 
predilection for making private collections of paintings of that 
period more especially. Many of these pictures, even of later 
date, arc painted on wood, with a golden ground ; sometimes 
canvas is glued upon the panel, and on this again another sur¬ 
face is laid, which gives more durability to the colouring? The 
tints are wonderfully brilliant; the blue employed tlirough- 
out is ultramai-in(?, and the other colours no less costly. 
Most of these pictures are stTll in th^j same condition in 
which they were left at the peniod of the general destruction 
of churches and monasteries, where, after having been,first 
thrown aside, they were subsequently souglit for and rescued. 
Still many are widely scattered, and exhibited singly in va¬ 
rious private collections ; many of the latter are placed here 
in distinct compartments, the greater number of them judi¬ 
ciously arranged, and each with one uniform and decided 
object, so that they seem naturally to take an appropriate 
place in illustrating tlie history of the art. The collection of 
the learned Canon Wallraff*, when properly prranged, will, 

• This collection has since become tlic property of government, and is 
now devoted to the pubbe advantage. The great altar-piece, representing 
the Madonna and the patron SiiiiUs of Cologne, has found a worthy home 
in tlio great cathedral, whose magniheent stained-glass window shines in 
renovated brilliancy ; a similar restoration has taken place in znanj^other 
churches. Many new collections have been formed by the taste and in¬ 
dustry of private individuals containing a variety of antique gems of 
beauty of the Cologne and other Lower Gorman schools; as, for in¬ 
stance, that of the intellectual Herr Fochexn. 

During a short visit which T made to Cologne in the spring of 1818,1 
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perhaps, be the m<[st valuable for that object, for having 
direc^d his reseaivhes chiefly to one subject, he has suc¬ 
ceeded in forming a complete series of paintings of the 
school of Cologne, tracing it from its earliest origin, through 
Van Eyck, DUrer, and Hans van Achen, down to that later 
period, when Bubhns and Vandyck became the models of 
German taste. It ■would be impossible to give a satisfactory 
historical analysis of this almost unknown branch of German 
art, witliout a full and complete investigation of the antique 
treasures here assembled. I shall, however, select for pre¬ 
sent consideration three pieces only, of di^rent kinds, in 
the hope of giving at least a few preliminary ideas of the 
subject. 

The crowning work of the Cologne school is a large 
picture, in three compartments, very rich in figures of the 
size of life, painted on a gold ground. It was formerly in 
the chapel of the Town Hall. The centre picture in the 
inside represents the Adoration of the Kings; on the right 
wing "St. Gereon, the patron saint of the city, with his com¬ 
panions in arms ; on the left St. Ursula, with her host of 
virgins, and attended by her lover. Saint Etherins : the 
bishops Kunibert and Severinus are in the background. It 
was evidently the artist’s design to depict the assembled 
guandians of the city. This picture is unique in its kind, 
and, like the yet unfinished cathedral, stands alone among 
Other ancient works, more from the simple dignity of the 
execution, than from any peculiar grandeur in design. Many 
cohnoisseurs have proposed assigning this picture to Durer, 
merely because the extraordinary excellence of the work 
immediately suggests the name of ^his the most famous 
master of the little known German school. The bizarre 
attitude, costume, and figure of some among the attendants of 

derived much pleasure and instruction from a very rich private collection 
of paintings on glass, carried down in cht onological order from the first 
beginning to the final decay of tlie art. 

'Fhe Boisseree Collection, [now in the Pinacotbek. at Munich], which 
at Heidelberg excited the interest and a.stonishment of innumerable 
foreigners, is now an ornament of the capital of Wirtemberg, where it 
is better arranged, and in more spacious apartments; it places liefore 
our eyes, in the must instructive manner, the grand original principles 
of the schools of painting in the Netherlands generally, and is also 
enriched by many valiiuhte compositions belonging to the school of 
Cologne, as well as by the great master of the altar-piece in the cathedral. 
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the Magi may slightly resemble, that mMter, yet these peca« 
liarities belong to all the masters of that^schooL Th^ir^h, 
soft, vivid carnations in the heads remind us of Holbein, but 
a^n truth of colouring and depth of tone are characteristic 
of the time, and the prevailing style; though, certhinlv, to 
attain such lofty perfection must ever l)e»the heritage of the 
superior few alone. The dark-green foreground, Hke a rich 
carpet of thickly interwoven plants, and strewed with soli¬ 
tary fowers and field fruits, almost rivals the style of {John] 
Van Eyck. The calm, solemn expression of the heads is also 
in his maimer. This picture well illustrates thegemark pre¬ 
viously mode concerning the union in one composition of the 
most remarkable characteristics of each of the three great 
German masters, which, when thus united, never encroach 
upon each other, like those various manners of the Italian 
school, whidi, according to the recipe of Mengs, we most 
believe it necessary and possible to combine in any truly 
classical production. The wonderful industry displayed in 
the execution, and the dazzling splendour of colouring, are 
more admirable than is usual, even in the finest pictures of 
the old German school. It appears, indee^ a rare combina¬ 
tion of whatever any age has produced of costly or grand. 

The rich details are finished with minute, and even, loving 
care, and the whole conception ajipears to emanate from the 
inward breathings of love diving We find in it indeed a 
beauty all its own, in which the works of the before-named 
masters are deficient. The delicate bloom of spiritual love¬ 
liness had been revealed to the soul of the happy and sensi¬ 
tive painter. To him it was given to gaze into the depth of 
her mysterious eyes, and all his pictures are fraught with 
inspiration by her breath. As Fra Angelico among the 
early Italians, and Raphael among the moderns, stand un¬ 
rivalled in the, d<.dineation of loveliness, so is* this master un¬ 
equalled among German painters. With the heavenly ima¬ 
gination of the one, he combines the lofty beauty of the 
other, but he takes a higher grade in technical art than 
Angelico, and may rather be compared with Perugino* The 
Mother of God, enthroned in the centre panel, robed in a long 
flowing mantle of dark blue lined with ermine, wiU remind all 
who behold her of the Virgin at Dresden, {Madonna di San 
Sisto], by the majestic grandeur of her countenance, which is 
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- rather larger than life, and its snperhuman ideal beauty. Yet 
' the idQdest inclination of her head towards the child, and the 
mm light of her soft eyes, is more in harmony with the ancient 
type.* The hands, also, which in very old pictures are fre¬ 
quently feeble^ ^ this equal those of the finest painters, but the 
1^3 and feet have toipething Etruscan in their formal posi¬ 
tion and pointed shoes, which indicates their antique origin. 
The gimH^al arrangement wou|d be admired, even by artists 
the present day. This picture may be compared, in regard 
to the richness of the ^pressive,.almost colossal, and yet 
highly-finisl^ed heads, with that fine production of Raphael’s 
a^ady noticed. The figures, especially those of the side 
groups, where the foreground is clear, stand out majestically. 
The principal figures are those of the two martyrs. St. Gereon, 
in full armour, but withoid, J^elmet, and the beautiful 

St. Ursula, with an ajupw in hand, standing near her 
lover, who gazes on hur |||^ Uiiji^^jKIussible tenderness. How 
beautiful and full of deepJbuling is the manner in which these 
figures indicate, or rather jif^UNbolise their martyrdom, by 
their tranquil attitudes, and ^e, calm countenances, soften¬ 
ing by these melancholy accessories the joyous grandeur of 
the subject in the centre, into an indwelling emotion of 
tenderness and lore. It woi^d, indeed, be impossible to 
name all the beauties of this picture, or even adequately to 
describe the outline of its arrangement, and the rich origin¬ 
ality of its ideas. The entire art is exemplified in a painting 
like this, and nothing more perfect formed by human hands 
can«bc conceived. 

May 1 be ]}arduDed for attempting to convey an im¬ 
perfect idea of the impression produced upon me by this 
altar-piece of the city of C-ologne, in its three-fold division, 
by a similar number of poetical imitations ? 

1 . 

A dazzling ray of golden light is gleaming 

Where sits the Virgin'on heaven's lofty throne, 

Her brows encircled by the jewcli’d crown 
^ Her mantle's azure fuld« wide round lier streaming. 

• Dans Toriglnc on la rt^pr^sentait seulc, ordinairement debout, la 
main sur la poitrine et les yeiix Icvtis vers le oiel; ce ne fut guerc que vers 
le commencement du cinquietne siecle (^apres le conseil d'Ephese term eii 
431) qu’on la peignit a«siso sur un trune avee Tenfant Jesus sur scs bras 
ou sur ses genoux*— Formt dc VArt, note topaye 14., A. Jiio, 
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V And tender dow^eU from the turf are eprmging ^ ^ 

Where to the Virgin* and*her biesfl^i S<m* 

The Idagian kings from Asia's distant zone 
Worship and ofihrings joyously arc bringing. 

With pious zeal rich eastern gifts outpouripg*,^ 

The costly gold* and myrrh’s delicious brai^'^ 

The Holy Child in solenm pomp adoring.; 

And with mankind in harmony appearing 
Angels rejoice in heaven; md holy faith 
Shines forth anew* and hope the ever-cheerii^. 


. n. ^ ' 

Who* on the Word* in dauntless faith relying* « 
A warrior armed as fronT the field returns ? 

The Cross upon his azure banner burns ] 

Joyous in soul* and rich in love undying! 

St. Gcrcon* bis hero-ho^ inspiring* 

IListcs from tlie JiiortaU of the tomb* 

To that blest cHnm^ip^^ joyt U^ortal bloom* 
Guerdon of lofty 

Serene in mind, mighty in b»yp^4li^ft&ith* 

The blessed trust that dids^M nOr decays* , 

Such were the hero-bcarts pf other days. 

Tlio martyr’s palm they bore with soul unshaken, 
Jlrcthren in love, the bond Vas sealed by d^th* 
And now at Mary’s feet t(fbliss they waken! 


a 

111 . 

In gorgeous robes* her virgin train around ber* 

St- Ursula from earthly tlu*^ set free, 

Approaches, the brief pang of agoity 
And death’s sharp pain, with deathless bliss have crowned her. 

Humble* jet confident* — on God relying, • 

She treads bis courts; her lover at her side 
Follows with pious zeal his glorious bride, 
llie bright-haired boy ! with her a martyr dying. 

If' 

AVith anxious care his glance on her Jic turneth, 

On her, with whom the martyr’s pain was su^iet, 

And in his heart a glorious impulse burneth. 

While love’s dear smile o’er all that fair world glowing, 

Seems with bright mingling hues their step to greet* 

Bliss, that no parting tears may dim^j^stowing. 

And the name of this gifted fljjjPter has for long cen¬ 
turies remained unknown! It even now! Thus it has 
ever been with the works of JBerman art. Can we even 
name the man who projectedj^he cathedral, — that wonder 
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work of all ages ? Thdr labours were prompted less by the 
desire* of personal nme, than by a pure love of art, and on 
posterity is the guilt of forgetfulness and ingratitude. A 
friend of mine has been so fortunate as to obtain a few 
small pictures, evidently the work of the same master. Many 
of the heads appeaneven to have been the first ideas, subse¬ 
quently transferred from these early studies to the large 
painting, though certainly not without considerable altera¬ 
tion, being both more richly developed and more highly 
6 nished. The ideas of the large painting lie enclosed in 
these slighttflketches, like unfolded flowers, each shrined in its 
delicate bud. The same loving grace pervades all the smaller 
pictures, which have the highest interest for any one who 
has seen the large one, to which they decidedly belong. It 
becomes evident, on comparing these little pictures and the 
twelve apostles by the same master with the large altar-piece, 
that they belong to an earlier epoch. Doubtless, a picture 
designed to minister to the glory of the city of Cologne and 
its assembled patron saints, would be undertaken at a time 
when the master had attained the highest development of his 
genius, and in its execution he would not fail to summon to 
his aid all his powers, both *mer)tal and mechanical. The 
important bearing of these reiparks will be seen as we pursue 
our investigation of the origin of this picture, and may afford 
some* clue to guide us upon the track of its author. The 
most certain point (Tappui” is to be found in the period at 
which this painting was completed, early in the fifteenth 
century, probably about 1410. Guiding ourselves by this 
certain fact, and the peculiar resemblance between this and 
other workp by the same master, we are led, clearly, and 
almost without the possibility of error, to Meister Wilhelm, 
of Cologne, who is mentioned in the Limberg Chronicle 
towards the end of the fourteenth century, as a most famous 
master then existing, and of the city of Cologne. The most 
celebrated master would undoubtedly be selected to execute a 
work so majestic, and in a city so renowned as Cologne, and 
so prosperous in every elegant art. A most preponderating 
probability appears, then, to exist, that Meister Wilhelm of 
Cologne was the gifted author of this majestic and wonder¬ 
ful picture.* None but the decisive historical evidence of 
* Frequently assigned to Meister Stephan, a scholar of Wilhelm. 
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contemporaiy writers could, in my opinion, be more conclu- 
sive; tWe is, however, but little prosot^aining 
this, as the coiporation book of the Cologne painters, to 
which we should naturally refer, has long been lost. All 
those excellent masters, who created so vast an abundance of 
varied compositions, were undoubtedly individual members of 
the body, or guild of painters, incorporated in every German 
town, and with whom glass-stainers and embroiderers are 
also united, on account of the general use of beautiful and 
artistic designs for tapestry and carpets, as well as on glass. 
Simple matters of fact such as these afford som^ idea of what 
Cologne formerly was, though her present condition seems 
hopelessly distant, even from the memory of her former 
greatness. 

However, should any doubt remain as to the existence at 
Cologne of so eminent a school of painting, we may cite in 
confirmation a sufficient, and truly contemporary evidence 
found in the antiquities of Suabia. It is given by one of 
the finest early poets of Germany, yet in the obljvion to 
whiclt all German fame is consigned in the present age of 
ingratitude, few will recognise him under that character 
alone. Wolfram von Eschenbach, in tile Parzival, (pub¬ 
lished about 1200), verse 47Q5. of the Wyllerschen edition, in 
speaking of the enchanting beauty of a certain knight, says : 

a 

“ From Cologne nor*Maestricht 
Not a limner could excel him."* 

This poem belongs to tlie early part of the thirteenth cen¬ 
tury, and the manuscript itself is not, in the opinion of Bod¬ 
mer, much more modern. The verse quoted, consequently, 
proves that the Cologne school was famous almost two-cen¬ 
turies before the time of Van Eyck, or it would not have been 
named in preference to others, certainly not by a poet, who, 
born and brought up in southern Germany, had lived at a 
tolerably wide distance from the towns mentioned. Both 
pictures belong to a period of perfection and beauty in style. 
A series of eight compositions in the Lyversberg gallery, of 
small dimensions, but in which the figures are from twelve to 

* As quoted by Passavant; 

“ Vou Chdlne noch von Maestricht 
Dechein Sciltere entwurf'en basz.” 
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ei^teen inches high, belong,^as well as those already noticed 
at Brngsels, with which they have a strong family resemblance, 
to vR far worse school, or ruder epoch, which, however, is not 
of necessity earlier. They have been ascribed to Israel van 
.Meckenen, and probably belong to the latter part of the fif¬ 
teenth century. Though not without merit, they certainly 
hold a far lower grade as works of art than the productions 
of Van Eyck or Hemling. They represent the “ Passion of 
the Redeemer,” and the subjects of each picture in the series 
are: — 

1 . “ The t^ast Supper.” 

2. “ The Taking of Christ upon the Mount of Olives.” 

3. “The Mocking”, with the Flagellation in the back¬ 
ground. 

4. “ The Judgment before Pontius Pilate.” 

5. “ The Bearing of the Cross.” 

6 . “ The Crucifixion.” 

7. “ 'The Deposition from the Cross.” 

8 . yhe Resurrection.” 

These pictures have a gold ground, and yet in many of 
them a landscape is introduced. The freshest, brightest 
greens predomina<fe in the genetal colouring. Notwithstand¬ 
ing what has been said of they? above in reference to other 
and finer pictures, these are among the most beautiful and 
admired antiquities of lowei^German art. Their excellence 
consists in the pomp of colouring, the elegant arrangement of 
the drapery, and the fascinating eifect produced by a most 
perfqpt and industrious finishing, yet the same excellence is 
found in many of the old German pictures. The depth and 
energy of expression in the heads is truly imcomparable, and 
the pictures of the “Mocking” and the “Crowning with 
Thorns,” resemble many of Diirer’s conceptions of the same 
subject, in the brutish ferocity and malignity of the expres¬ 
sion. The nobler features are, however, no less remarkable, 
and the heads of the twelve apostles, in the “ Last Supper,” 
deserve especial notice and adnairation. The St. John re¬ 
clines at the table, leaning on the breast, and under the arm, 
of the Saviour, This difficult foreshortening is very incor¬ 
rectly drawn, which may be taken as a certain proof of the 
antiquity of the picture, as the drawing of the beads, and the 
attitudes^enerally, show the artist a clever, and in general, 
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correct designer: the hands are models of excellence in form 
and execution. The fine expression ancj beauty of the heads 
entitle this master to rank among the best in the old Schools 
of Germany. I have seen nothing among the generally 
known German paintings more sweetly lovely or tranquilly 
graceful than the countenances of the Madonna and the 
St. John in the ** Deposition from the Cro'ss.” St. John, who 
supports the Madonna, turns his fine head, encircled by long 
flowing hair, towards the spectator, with an almost enthu¬ 
siastic expression of sorrow. The holy corpse is already 
taken down, and is represented as in the arms of those who 
bear it to the litter. The female figures are pale'and sorrow¬ 
ful, and little varied; the mother, who is clothed in a dark 
blue robe, has her eyes fixed on the corpse, and her arms 
extended towards it in tender solicitude, as if almost for¬ 
getting herself and her own bereavement, s^e desired only to 
guard that beloved and insensible body, unconscious that it 
no longer lived or felt. She is very youthful and life-breath¬ 
ing, and so deliciously soft in her virgin beauty, that we are 
ready to accompany witli our own the pure tears st^'fearoing 
irom her deep blue eyes: never has sorrow been depicted 
wdth more pathetic grace th^n in this pieiture. “ The Re¬ 
surrection,” severe in simple joyfulneP8,*is, next to the “Last 
Supper,” the most exquisite, ifl point of grace, as the “Crown¬ 
ing with Thorns,” is in expression. Here the radiant coun¬ 
tenance of the risen Lord, sArcely resembles even the 
joyfully inspired, yet still mortal Christ of the “ Last Supper,” 
though in each of the other paintings the highly expressive 
features are exactly similar, excepting the difference natufklly 
arising in the “Crucifixion” and the “Deposition,” from 
the nobly-managed distinction between death and the dying. 

A portrait in the collection of Herr Wallrafil of the Em¬ 
peror Maximilian, the size of life, appeaced to me well 
deserving study, botli instructive and heart-ennobling.* 

The emperor is seated at an open window, the corner of 
which forms the extreme point of the riglit foreground, 
before a tabic, the colouring of which is neutral, or merely 
tinted in; he is in full imperial costume, the sceptre in 
Ilia right hand, while the left grasps the hilt of Ids large 

* A Uupliente of this portrait is in the Vienna Gallery, but that at 
Cologne is finer in execution. 
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sword. Over his majestic golden armour is thrown a dark 
green mantle, adon^ with*’ a broad border of pearls; on 
his hd&d a splendid crown, studded with predous stones: 
the order of the golden fleece, suspended from a gold and 
jewelled chain, rests upon his gorgeous breastplate. The 
face is almost in profile, and the countenance bears tlie stamp 
of wisdom and dignity, combined with the softest benevolence 
and gentleness. It is thrown out in strong relief by the 
crimson hangings of the wall in the background, which 
occupies more than half the picture; the long light hair is 
combed down on each side of the face, in a manner peculiarly 
stiff and formal, probably in his usual style of wearing it, but 
the painter has successfully employed it as a kind of inter¬ 
mediate background to the outline of the face. The careful 
industry displayed in finishing the minor details is surprising, 
even when compyed with the universal neatness of the Ger¬ 
man school. The face, however, is but slightly coloured — 
scarcely more than tinted, and tender in treatment; the exe¬ 
cution throughout is finished with most anxious care : even 
Holbein has no carnations more worm and life-like. The 
open window affords a glimpse of a landscape, forming the most 
distant background on the righ^ its broad bright green border 
beautifully cut out from the crimson arras. It represents 
the open sea, and a chain of steep, impassable mountains, 
upon .the highest points of which, and in caves, and hollow 
passes, the bounding chamois are seen pursued by the 
hunters of the Alps, in allusion, probably, to the well-known 
adventure of the chivalric emperor, who, when hunting the 
cha&ois, was on one occasion rescued from imminent danger 
by a faithful and attached follower. This picture belongs to 
the highest, or historical style of portraits, from the landscape 
background, and significant accessories introduced, and the 
noble expression throughout, of which Leonardo and Raphael 
have left us a few examples, well characterised by the name 
of symbolic portraits. I could not, however, mention any 
portrait of tlieirs fuUy equal to this, which may appropri¬ 
ately be termed an “heroic portrait,” as the “Defeat of 
Darius,” by Altdorfer, was designated a chivalric picture, for 
the sentiment of knigbtly honour and royal dignity are as 
classically blended as in a poem of romance and chivalry. 
To me it seems a striking emblem of the majesty of the old 



LKTTXR IV.] BEMABKS ON THE OERUAN SCHOOL. 148 

German empire, before foreign wars and hmne dissensions 
had destrojed its power, placing before ^s the last moment of 
its declining greatness, like the pomp and miyesty 0# a de* 
clining sun. 

The pictures here described will suffice to give a 
preliminary idea of the valuable works of old German mas¬ 
ters, to be found at Cologne. And no'V^, in conclusion, one 
question arises, standing in close connexion with the chief 
object of all our observations and reflections. , Is it probable 
that in this present time we shall see either the rise or the 
permanent establishment of a grand original school of paint¬ 
ing ? Outward appearances would lead us to TCply in the 
negative; but can we assert its utter impossibilify ? It is 
true, certainly, there are no modern artists capable of cmn- 
peting with the great masters of antiquity, and the points 
in which our attempts are most deficient apj^ar also tol^ably 
clear: partly, a neglect of technical proprieties in the co¬ 
louring, and, still more, the absence of deep and genuine 
feeling. Modem artists even of the most judicious and 
well-directed talents are often found deficient in productive 
activity; in that certainty and facility of execution which 
was so peculiar a feature in the old schools. When we con¬ 
sider the infinite number of %reat compositions which Ra¬ 
phael produced, although snatched away in the bloom of 
age and the zenith of his fame, or tlie iron industry of the 
genuine Diirer, displayed in hi^ innumerable creations of 
every kind, executed on the most various materials, although 
to liim also a long term of years was denied, we shrink from 
comparing our own puny period with the vast proportions 
of that majestic epoch. Yet this is easily accounted for. 
The habit of universal painting, and the intellectual vanity 
which was a prevailing bias in the genius and art of our 
forefathers, naturally led to the breaking up of its spiritual 
strength, since tliese properties were most incompatible with 
the progressive development and final perfection of any one 
distinct branch. To this source we may refer the separation 
now existing, in a greater or less degree, between all the 
intellectual and imitative productions of our time; but in 
regard to the art of painting, the following observations 
deserve to be noted os of primary importance. Deep feeling 
is the only true source of lofty art, and as in our time every- 
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Hung is opposed to this feeling, struggling, as it were, either 
to destroy, repress, overwhulm, or leod it astray into the 
'i^^patfas of error, the first portion of an artist’s life is con¬ 
sumed), in a preliminary struggle,* ere tlio mind can enfran¬ 
chise its powers from all the unspeakable difficulties imposed 
by the spirit of the time; a struggle nnavoidably necessary, 
in order to unseal the spring of correct artistic feeling, and, 
free it from the encumbering rubbish of the destroying outer 
world around. 

A highly intellectual nature, spurning the trammels and 
conventionalities of the day, and rising in daring opposition 
to the ruling spirit, must ever concentrate its powers within 
itself, and can rarely attain great vivacity in the creative 
faculty of imagination. Thus we may account for the slow 
appreciation of ancient art in our day; but pressing onward 
with unshaken ardour in spite of all obstacles, it will at 
length attain a brighter future, and bloom out with new and 
glorious life in the realms of beauty and inspiration. There 
appears to be an unfathomable mystery in the fact that some 
periods, by their own will alone, and apparently widiout any 
outward stimulus, become so rich in art, so happy in their 
artistic productioi^, whil?others seem to expend their energy 
in vain, meetin,g with no corresponding nor even adequate 
success in their intellectual psoductions. It is impossible 
fully to unravel the mystery, and we must depend only on 
facts well known and understood, which will prove amply 
sufficient to guide us to the source of all lofty works of art, 
and the jiroper means and materials to be employed; this 
will dead to the working out of scientific principles, and the 
conservation of every tiling beautiful in Christian art, 
although without the especial gifts of nature, the summit of 
artistic excellence will ever remain unapproachable. 

The one true fountain of beauty and the art is feeling. 
It is feeling which reveals to us true ideas and correct inten¬ 
tions, and gives that indefinable charm, never to be conveyed 
in words, but which the hand of the painter, guided by the 
poet’s soul alone, can diffuse throughout all his works. From 
religious feeling, love, and devotion, arose the silent in¬ 
born inspiration of the old masters: few, indeed, now seek 
their hallowed inspiration or tread the paths by whic^ alone 
they could attain it, or emulate that earnest endeavour to 
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woii: Out the prineiple of.setioas and noble philosophy which 
is di8(K)veralite in the*works of Diirer and Leonardo. 
will be every effort tof*reeaU the genins of the art, iintff we 
summon to our ai^ if not religion, at least the idea pf ^ by 
means of a System of Qhristian philosophy founded on reli¬ 
gion. Still, if young artists deem this ipad too distant or 
too difficult of attainmeiit, let them at least study deeply the 
principles of poetry, in which the same spirit ever hi^thes 
and moves. Not so much the poetry of the Greeks, now 
familiar only to strangers and the learned, or read ti^ough 
the medium of translations from which every pqptical asso¬ 
ciation is banished by the wooden clapper-clang of the dac¬ 
tyls, but rather the romantic genre — Sbakspeare, and the 
best Italian and Spanish dramatists, those also of the old 
German poems which are most accessible, and next such 
modem productions as are dictated by the spirit of romance. 
These should be the constant companions of the youthful 
artist, and will lead him back to the fairy-land of old ro¬ 
mantic days, chasing from his eyes the prosaic mist et^en- 
dered by Imitation of the pagan antique., and the unsound 
babble of conventional art. Still every effort will be fruitless, 
unless the painter be endowed with earnest feligious feeling, 
genuine devotion, and immortal faith. Fancy sporting with 
the symbols of Catholicism, uninspired by that love which 
is stronger than death, will nev^ attain exalted Christian 
beauty. 

In what, then, does this exalted beauty consist? It is 
of the first importance to analyse the good and evil tendeppy 
of all theories of the art. Whoever has not himself disco¬ 
vered the fountain of life can never successfully guide others 
to the source, or unfold to them the glorious revelations of 
the painter’s art; he will rather wander perplexed amid the 
dreamy visions of mere external representations, and the 
creation of his imagination, being totally void of expression 
and character, will become in fact a mere nonentity. The 
true object of the art should be, instead of resting in ex¬ 
ternals, to lead the. mind upwards into a more exalted region 
and a spiritual world While false-mannered artists, content 
with the empty glitter of a pleasing imitation, soar no 
higher, nor ever seek to reach that lofty sphere, in which 

^ L 
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genuine beauty is portrayed according to certain defined 
ideas, of natural cbarsu;teri6tics. It finds on its path the 
most vivid development of oil sensible forms; the fascina¬ 
tion of grace, the highest natural bloom of youthful beauty, 
yet endowed rather with sensual fascination than the in¬ 
spired loveliness pf the soul. When heathen artists at¬ 
tempt to take a higher range, they wander into exagger¬ 
ated forms of Titanic strength and severity, or melt into 
the solemn mournfulness of tragic beauty, and this last is 
the loftiest point of art that they can ever reach, and in 
which they do sometimes approach nearly to immortality. 
Here, however, their lofty fiight is terminated: the path of 
spiritual beauty is barred on the one hand by a Titan¬ 
like exaggeration, striving to take heaven and the divinity 
by violence, yet failing in the power to accomplish its en¬ 
deavour ; on the other by an eternal grief, for ever plunged 
in mortal agony, in the hopeless bondage of its own un¬ 
alterable doom. The light of hope dawned not on heathen 
intel\igence *, impassioned grief and tragic beauty bounded 
their purest aspirations. Yet this blessed light of hope, 
borne on the wings of trusting faith and sinless love, though 
on earth it bA:aks forth pnly in dim anticipations of a 
glorious hereafter,—this glorious hope, radiant with immor¬ 
tality, invests every picturd' of the Christian era with a 
bright hannony of expr^sion, and fixes our attention by 
its clear comprehension of heavenly things, and an elevated 
spiritual beauty which we justly term Christian. 

JHany paths, old as well as new, must be tried and 
broken up before that certain road is laid open, in which re¬ 
novated art may securely tread, and attaining the long- 
sought goal, bloom forth in high religious beauty. Here 
and there, perhaps, extremes may seem to produce the same 
effect, and it would not be astonishing if in the present uni¬ 
versal tendency to imitation, some genius, conscious of its 
powers, should break forth into a longing desire for absolute 
originality. If such a genius were penetrated with a true 
idea of his art, justly esteeming that symbolic expression 
and revelation of divine mysteries which is its sole appro¬ 
priate object, and regarding all besides ro<!rely as the means, 
the working members, or characters which, duly combined, 
produce a correct expression, his compositions would probably 
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be the foundation of quite a new style •: genuine hieroglyphic 
symbols, the simple offspring of nature and natural feelings, 
but drawn from individual conceptions, and arbitrarily thrown 
together rather than in accordance with the ancient methods 
of an earlier world. Every such picture might well deserve 
to be called a hieroglyphic, or divine syml^ol; and the question 
now to be considered is, whether a painter ought to trust 
thus implicitly to his own genius for the creation of his 
allegories, or confine himself to the adoption of those old sym¬ 
bols, which have been handed down to us, liallowed by tradi¬ 
tion, and will always, if rightly understood, prove^ sufficiently 
expressive and effective. The first method is unquestionably 
the most dangerous, and its results would appear to be acci¬ 
dental if, of many who tried the same patli, a few only 
reached the same point of excellence. Success would be 
uncertain, as has so long been the case with the sister art 
of Poetry. There seems to be more safety in clinging to 
the old masters, especially to those of the very earliest ^te, 
assiduously emulating their unalterable truth and beauty, 
till it becomes a second nature to eye and soul. Next to the 
finest of the old Italians, for example, the style of the Ger¬ 
man masters well deserves OJ*r study, miifdful that to that 
nation we also belong, and that the serious earnestness qf 
its character, we, beyond all'others, are bound to preserve. 
Thus we might hope to see combined the symbolically, spi¬ 
ritually beautiful, with the sure method of producing antique 
grace, whence, as from the very being of the art, even 
though all knowledge of it were lost, true poetry and science 

* Whoever has had an opportunity of consulting the allegorical de* 
signs of the deceased Runge, sketches as they are, will easily see the 
force of this observation, and understand how strange a patli any single 
artist, though of peculiar genius and lofty aspirations, may be led to 
choose. While at the same time this example, drawn from the erroneous 
bias of so happy a talent, shows the natural result of painting from 
simple hieroglyphics, uiiguided by unhallowed and historical traditions, 
which alone afford the painter that secure maternal guide, from whose 
directing influence he enu never swerve without danger and irretrievable 
injury- — [Overbeck, the celebrated German painter, now residing in 
Rome, appears to be almost an embodiment of all Schlegcrs suggestions 
and anticipations ; a consummation in the bringing about of which these 
letters probably have had no inconsiderable share.] 
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imiet proceed* The old German style is not only more 
accurate, and skilful in mechanism than the Italian in 
general, but it also, adhered longer and more faithfully to 
tibat wonderful and profoundly true CatholioCIuistian sym¬ 
bolism, whence they drew for more precious treasures than 
were granted to t|iose who suffered their imagination to 
wander into the merely Jewish subjects of the old Testa¬ 
ment, or digressed still farther into the province of ancient 
Greek mythology. 

The Italian schools, indeed, though far superior to 
those of Upper Germany, can scarcely, even in ideal grace, 
claim precedence of those of Lower G^man art, if we judge 
of its excellence from the period of its maturity, when 
helm of Cologne, John Van Eyck, and Hemling* flou- 
i*ished, and not from later and more degenerate times. We 
should remember, especially, that an artist ought not to seek, 
nor expect to attain, the perfect antique by adopting the 
Egyptian style in the almost image-like position of the feet, 
the scanty draperies, and long narrow half-shut eyes, any 
more than by copying bad designs and actual errors or de¬ 
fects. These, in truth, are but the indications of a false 
taste, and have more afi^inity with the real Christian 
{yptique than the little esteemed imitative manner of the old 
Germans. The beauty of e&vY/ Christian art consists not so 
much in the external parts as in the tranquil, pious spirit 
universally pervading ; ancf the cultivation of this spirit will 
give inspiration to the painter, guiding his steps to the pure 
neglected source of Christian beauty, till at length a new 
dawn shall break the darkness of the horizon, and sliine 
forth in the clearest meridian splendour thi'oughout the com¬ 
positions of reviving art. 

• This name is notr more commonly written Memling. 
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NOTES OF A JOURNEY 

THKOUQH 

THE NETHERLANDS. THE RHINE COUNTRY, SWITZERLAND, 

AND A DART OF FRANCE, 

In the Years 1604, 1805. 


P"*»- 

The spectacle of social life, however varied and interesting 
it may appear for a time, sooner or later becomes fatiguing, 
and we sigh to gaze once more «ipon t^e facfl of nature; but it 
is impossible anywhere to feel more completely shut out from 
the tranquil enjoyment of hef beauties than in Paris. The 
first few hot days of spring efectually banish all verdant 
freshness from the gardens and promenades ; and every 
spot, even before the approach of summer, is wrapt in 
clouds of all-enveloping dust. If you think to escape ^om 
the city in any direction, it follows you pertinaciously for 
hours: noise, dust, and tumult fill the public roads, and the 
numerous villas and maisons de campagne on every side 
give the country the appearance of one vast suburb. Per¬ 
haps, after a drive of many hours, you may at length reach 
some quiet wood or friendly bill, where you may enjoy a 
little refreshing brightness; but even there you find none of 
those sublimer beauties for which the heart, long pent wit hin 
city walls, most fondly sighs. 

Paris is situated in a broad open valley, stretching be¬ 
tween hills and intersected by a river ; the country is occa¬ 
sionally cheerful and agreeable, but never rich, and some¬ 
times not even pleasing. 
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Even the works of art with which Paris abounds fail 
after a time to compensate for this total absence of natural 
charms; and another circumstance makes us more sensibly 
alive to the deficiency: the numerous pictures and statues here 
collected are not, as in most other capitals, surrounded and 
heightened in their,efrect by the important accessory of fine 
architecture. To me, the siglit of a splendid edifice or a 
lovely country is an ever-springing source of pleasure: I 
feel its grandeur more, and love its beauty better, the more 
frequently I behold it; and in the same manner the continual 
conteraplatipn of a fine building unconsciously elevates a 
susceptible mind, and maintains it in a fit frame for appre¬ 
ciating the beauty of other works of art, whilst a taste for 
architecture seems indeed to form the basis of every other 
artistic taste. 

The most famous buildings in Paris are all modem, both 
in date and style, and have no decided character, except a 
superficial imitation of antiquity, confined, feeble, and, by 
many ingenious adaptations made to suit every variety of taste. 
The admired fa 9 ade of the Louvre may be excellent in its 
kind, but what can be more out of place than twenty or 
thirty Grecian of Italian cokimna in a strange land and 
climate, amidst innumerable edifices completely at variance 
with the Greek taste, and wh4re the manners and habits of 
the people are no less entirely different ? The incongniity 
is here more than usually glaring, since this facade is at¬ 
tached to an edifice which is neither Greek nor Gothic, 
neither old nor new, nothing, in short, except in the highest 
degree irregular and formless. The church of Notre Dame 
presents a single and beautiful exception ; it is in the Gothic 
style, large, and highly decorated. Yet even our admiration 
of this fine building is much disturbed, from its standing in 
a mean out-of-the-way part of Paris, where it cannot be 
seen to advantage. There is a good approach to the western 
front, but every other part must be laboriously examined, 
the details sought out with difficulty, and connected with 
infinite care and diligence, some portions of the building 
being concealed and others built against. The two towers, 
as is the case in so many old Gothic cathedrals, are only 
lialf erected; popular dissensions, the increase of commerce 
directing capital and industry into new channels, and 
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finally, the Reformation, which introduced quite a new order 
of things, having interrupted the progress of-the work. 

In Paris, too, this interruption may be attributed to an 
early change in the spirit of the times. The size of Notre 
Dame is by no means proportionate to the extent of the 
city. During the first revolution the front was injured in 
various ways, the exterior being despoiled of its decorations 
and the statues torn down and destroyed. Worse than all 
this is the injury which the interior has sustained, by abso¬ 
lute mutilation ; the clustered pillars supporting the roof 
have been filled in, rounded, and modernised as much as 
possible, so as to give them the appearance of sftlid circular 
columns. I'lie effect thus produced is completely incon¬ 
sistent with the plan of the exterior, and such an attempt to 
unite Greek solidity and bulk with the very incompatible 
features of Gothic architecture, seems peculiarly devoid of 
taste. An intolerable spirit of persecution in the arts was 
often seen united with that inclination to imitate the false 
antique, which seemed epidemic in the eighteenth century, 
and it is to be feared still (1804) has sufficient influSnee to 
permit the destruction or defacing of many fine memorials of 
mediaeval art. Notwithstanding these injuries, Notre Dame is 
still the finest building in Paris, a veherable ancestral struc¬ 
ture, standing alone in tlie midst of the modern world. 

Entertaining these opinions, and influenced by the feel¬ 
ing and desires already alluded t^, I quitted Pans for a short 
time early in the spring of 1804. 


St. Denis. 

The country round Paris on this side is peculiarly 
dreary, yet there is something in its gloomy, barren aspect 
not entirely without a charm; and the deep silent melan¬ 
choly it inspires becomes stronger and more profound in 
approaching this ancient and now ruined cathedral. Every 
part that could be di^struycd without too much labour and 
difficulty has been thrown down; the naked walls alone are 
left standing, with the massy pillars and the arches that 
rest upon them. As tlie doors were opened, a host of jack¬ 
daws and rooks, the sole inhabitants of the desecrated sane-, 
tuary, took flight, and when the dust they raised in their 
departure had subsided, we saw the uptorn graves of the 
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sovereigns of France^ each of which thh <!^ merger care- 
fullv pointed out, as well as the place where ^he silver altar 
oC Dagobert once stood; the vacant niches reminded us of 
the old statues of Clovis, Chilp^c, and Dagobert in the 
Petits Augustins* ** , which (or at least as .much as could be 
saved of ^em), had been removed thither from St. Denis. 

The spectacle of these ruins transported us far from 
the present day, back to those old times when France was 
governed and possessed by Giermans. Family dissensions, 
and the unnatural union ^tween France and Italy, which 
subsisted during the first French dynasties, at length ter¬ 
minated the* German dominion; and French liistory begins 
properly with Hugh Capet, at a period which at first sight 
appears to have been most prosperous. 

Such it may indeed be considered by those who judge 
only from the outward show and glitter of hiitory; to me, 
however, the most happy period appears to have been that 
which is least noticed in our pragmatic dissertations, and 
perhaps for that very reason is most worthy of our atten¬ 
tion. Certainly, France never enjoyed so long a period of 
tranquillity, both at home and abroad, as during the first 
century after Hugh Capet. it be remembered that the 
origin of romance dates from that century, as well as the 
dawn of French poetry in Provencal song, how glowing a 
picture is presented of the early days of France, blended 
also with many traits of German simplicity and truth ! and, 

* Nuxnero 9^. Statues s^pulcralcs, repr^sentant Clovis I. ct la 
reine iClotilde. 

** Ces deux statues formant cariatidcs, ct sculpt^cs dans Ic sixietne siccle, 
omaient le portail d'une ancienne ^glise de Corheil. Kites sont d'au- 
taut plus remarquables qu’clles font voir lea costumes d’hotnme et de 
femme en usage a la cour de Clovis. La figure du roi, pos^e debout^ 
les cheveux fiottans sur les epaules, et barbue, cst vetue de la tunique 
longue, et d'un mantoau parfaitement semblable aux vctemeiis qui Ton 
remarque dans les statues dcs rois de la premiere, de tla. seconde, et de la 
troisieme race, 6galement conserve dans ce musde. • • * • 

Si je conaid^e ensutte le style du dcssin et le goiut qui regne dans cette 
sculpture, j'y rccounais les formes, le travail, et les convenances du temps. 
Ces statues sont longues, minces, roides et serr^es, servant de colonne ou 
le support comme toutes les statues des premiers sidcles; telles enfin 
qa*on en voyait avant la rdvolution aux portails de I'abbaye de Saint 
Denis, des 4gliaes cath^drales de Chartres, Lenoir, Inirod. 

[Most of the statues from St. Denis appear from the catalogue to be 
couchie*— TVons.] 



» 


1804-S.] 


OV ST. DENIS. 


153 


without laying'^exchiiDVe claim to every thing noble in action 
and Bentiment^ it may not appear Burpriaing if a great pro^ 
portidn should prove itself to be of German origin. St. 
Louis, and, at a still later period, the Maid of Orleans, may 
be noticed as touching apparitions, linking their own colder 
era with the enthusiasm of the olden time. 


The effigies of the old French kings, which, after having 
been rescued from the destruction of the cathedral, were 
transferred to the Petits Augustins, are, like other similar 
statues of the middle ages, carved in sandstone, of colossal 
size and completely clothed ; they seem better executed than 
many later works of the chisel, for the modems deviate as 
widely from correct principles in the art of sculpture, as in 
every other imitative art. It is however impossible to form 
a correct opinion of them except in their appropriate placets 
in the church”': they seem, apart from the sacred edifice, too 
solitary and unconnected. Statues in Gothic churcfae» 
ought to be considered merely as decorative work, or carving, 
and should be judged of in that connekion. The bas- 
reliefs of the ancients had in the same manner their own 


distinct laws, by no means analogous to those of drawing or 
sculpture. All component parts ought tcT minister to the, 
combined effect of the complete structure'; and as in Gothic 
churches every thing seems straight and slender, rising up¬ 
wards to the loftiest point, so it i% fitting that the decorative 
statues should harmonise with that general character. This 
reason may also account for their universally erect position, 
and even for that meagre, disproportionate length of limb 

S 'l is so remarkable in the statues of the kings, although 
her respects they are ornamental and perfectly well 
ed. If we imagine a marble figure of antique round- 
and strength, in connexion with a slender up-soaring 
ic column, we shall immediately feel the incongruity; 
and although a statue carved in sandstone, cannot of course 
possess the natural roundness and animation of marble, nor 
the same delicacy of outline, yet the magic of the work¬ 
manship displayed in the close clinging drapery, and the 
genuine simple piety of the countenances, may elevate it far 
above the character of a mere ornament. 


The principles of architecture form the basis of sculpture 
and all other plastic arts; from thence they appeared in 
early times to derive strength and stability, as from their 
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native soil. This is peculiarly the case in Egyptian archi¬ 
tecture, and it is only by difficult and slow degrees that 
sculpture can ever be separated from this original root; 
yet among the Greeks it early broke loose, and developed 
itself alone ; for with them, architecture, degenerating into a 
symmetry which had no higher aim than to please the eye, 
soon departed from its early symbolic grandeur and severity, 
and Greek sculpture in consequence rose to a lofty and pe¬ 
culiar degree of excellence. That of the middle ages, on 
the contrary, could never be freely divided from Christian 
architecture, nor unfold itself alone: two reasons occur 
which serve to account for this circumstance,—in the first 
place, decorative fancy is so vital an element in Gothic 
architecture, that the imagination found full sco^ie in that 
alone, and it seemed the less necessary to fill the eye with, 
other works; and secondly, colouring was so essential a 
feature in the delineation of those symbolic themes, which 
were held in tlie highest veneration, that ecclesiastical re¬ 
presentations designed to stimulate devotion could only be 
adequately expressed by painting; and in the new style, 
originating with Christianity, that art had necessarily a 
preponderating influence. < 

The old church at Rheiins, the city in which the French 
kings were formerly crowned,‘was also once richly adorned 
with images of saints; th^ were placed, a? on the front of 
Notre Dame, close together in regular order, covering a 
blank window. Throughout all France, however, in the 
Netherlands, and even in many places on the Rhine, these 
and similar images have been torn down and destroyed; and 
perhaps the arts have in no respects suffered greater injury 
from the French Revolution than in this particular. The 
church at Rheims appears to be of earlier date than that at 
Paris ; the decorations are more diversified, but rudely exe¬ 
cuted ; the towers, although they appear to have been car¬ 
ried a little higher than those of Notre Dame, ai'C in the 
same unfinished state. 


Cambray. 

The route from Paris to the Netherlands is monotonous, 
uncultivated, and little attractive; indeed, with the excep¬ 
tion of the old provinces of Burgundy and Normandy, the 
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interior of France is not particularly favoured by nature. 
We easily understand why her people have always aimed at 
foreign conquest; and, indeed, during the last century and a 
half, she has succeeded in annexing the mo.st beautiful and 
cultivated portions of Europe to her territories. It seems, 
in fact, doubtful whether the soil in the qjd provinces, which 
would require the utmost diligence and labour for its pro¬ 
per cultivation, could produce sufficient to maintain a popu¬ 
lation, who have never deserved to be numbered among the 
most hard-working and industrious of mankind. The rapid 
increase of population, during the early part of Ji'rench his¬ 
tory. constrained that people to seek foreign possessions, like 
those innumerable hord'-s which migrate continually from 
the barren plains of central Asia, in search of more fertile 
regions. 

Ill approaching Cnmbray, my eyes were long fixed upon a 
marvellous object, which I was able to follow along the 
windings of the road, for the space of half an hour. It was 
the spire of a Gothic tower, of such delicate tracery and 
openwork, as to appear transparent; it stands upon a hill, 
and is the sole remaining relic of the cathedral, which was 
purchased during the reign of terror pa a nSitional property, 
and paid for in assignats; the mai’ble of the monuments 
and ])avemcnt must alone liavb more than repaid the cost of 
purchase. ^ 

Wonderful style of architecture ! springing from the 
highest story of the tower, it seems to pierce the clouds like 
a transparent obelisk, or pyramid of open tracery I n\pro 
pointed and slender than the one, it is less so Uian the other, 
and formed of slender shafts, clustering together, with va¬ 
rious dowers and crockets, it terminates at length in a 
slender spii'e and finial. 

The design of most Gothic towers is similar, although 
very few of them have ever been finished. 

I have a decided predilection for the Gothic style of archi¬ 
tecture; and when I am so fortunate as to discover any 
monument, however ruined or defaced, I examine every 
poi-tion of it with unwearied zeal and attention, for it apr 
pears to me that from a neglect of such study the deep 
meaning and peculiar motive of Gothic architecture is sel¬ 
dom fully arrived at. 
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It unites an extreme delicacy and inconceivable skill in 
mechanical execution, with the grand, the boundless, and 
infinite, concentrated in the idea of an entire Gothic fabric; a 
rare and truly beautiful combination of contrasting elements, 
conceived by the power of human intellect, and aiming at 
faultless perfection fin the minutest details, as well as in the 
lofty grandeur and comprehensiveness of the general design. 

No art ought ever to be permitted to encroach upon its 
sister arts. The ancient classic monuments at Athens, Pass- 
turn, and Girgenti would undoubtedly, if seen in their 
native clim£, excite feelings of veneration, in the same man¬ 
ner as the feeble designs and gigantic works of Egyptian, 
Persian, or Indian antiquity inspire wonder and astonish¬ 
ment. But what with us is usually styled Grecian art is 
merely a copy, a soulless imitation of the period when Greek 
art was in its decline, and an agreeable but most unmeaning 
symmetry had replaced that grandeur of soul and expression 
which had too long been lost. 

The Gothic may possibly be styled in the next work on 
architecture the German style, from its having been common 
among all the nations of ancient Germany, and the grandest, 
heretofore called‘Gothic, edifices in Italy, France, and even 
in Spain, being also the work of German architects. This 
old Teutonic architecture certainly requires some efibrt of the 
mind to penetrate its unfathomable obscurity. It flourished 
most in the Netherlands, and appears to have attained there 
its highest perfection, scarcely a town in Brabant being 
without one or more remarkable monuments of that art. 

However, the general title of “ Gothic Architecture,” if 
that great national name be taken in its widest sense, for the 
old Christian and romantic style of the middle ages, from 
Theodoric down to the present time, is decidedly the most 
appropriate, and must ever be retained. I may remark also 
that the apparently arbitrary epithet of Romantic, applied to 
Medimval poetry, so completely expresses the prevalence of 
fancy in that art, that it seems impossible to exchange it for 
any other term equally significant and appropriate. 

The Burgundians, Vandals, and some portion of the peo¬ 
ple of the Netherlands, having been originally Gothic tribes, 
that people may be considered founders of the Christian 
kingdoms of France, southern Germany, Italy, and Spain; 
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whence, extending to the Scandinavian north, took 

root in, and exercised dominion over, the whole of the south 
of Russia, and the countries of Poland and Hungary. The 
term Gothic is, therefore, historically appropriate to tliat col¬ 
lective body of all nations who derive their origin from the 
same root as the Dutch and Germans. The G^hs brought 
into Europe that overwhelming influx <5f German^ people 
and German ideas with which the history and sociu cus¬ 
toms of the west, as well as the taste and style of its poetry, 
have ever since remained strongly imbued. 

The objections urged by some few critics to the use of the 
term Gothic, arise fVom un imperfect compreheifsion of its 
grand and universal signification. It may be possible to 
discover and explain the influence exercised by German 
genius on the works of other countries, but we cannot pos¬ 
sibly call a style of architectui’e, which flourished throughout 
all the lands once possessed by the Goths, from the most ex¬ 
treme east to the farthest west of Christendom, the German, 
as this exclusive epithet would only apply to that German 
father-land which has been separated from the other states 
since the time of King Conrad, and would confine the term to 
boundaries much too limited; ^r, on the other hand, to call 
this peculiar style of architecture tliA Teutonic, would lead 
us too far back into antiquity, yet obscure as regards the art. 

The terms “ Old Saxon,” and “ Decorated Norman,” 
seem very appropriately employed in England, as they indi¬ 
cate two grand epochs of the international history of that 
country, but they are not equally well suited to the rest of 
Europe. Old Saxon may, indeed, be applicable to GermaJiy, 
in which country the rise of this peculiar style may be re¬ 
ferred to the time of the old Saxon emperors; and also be¬ 
cause Cologne, in which the most magnificent works of this 
as well as of a later period are to be found, was one of the 
most important towns of old Saxony. Still the epithet is 
too confined to apply to the whole Christian west compre¬ 
hended under the Roman dynasty, and the greater part of 
wliich became German through the Gothic conquests. 

No particular exaniples are needed in support of the as¬ 
sertion, that the first rude elements of Christian architec¬ 
ture were of Greek or Roman origin. Still that redundant 
and vigorous fancy, which constituted the peculiar charm 
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of Christian ecclesiastical architecture, is unquestionably 
Gothic. 

The rise of this principle, founded on a peculiar senti¬ 
ment of nature pervading both architecture and aU other 
imitative arts, is first found among the Goths, and from 
them it spread gradually on all sides, its progress and do¬ 
minion being suflTciently attested by the architectural re¬ 
mains at Ravenna and elsewhere. Of the two epochs of 
Gothic art, one may properly be called early Christian, on 
account of the religious ideas therein developed; and the 
second, termed by the English Decorated Norman, I 
should rather style Romantic, because every element of 
vigorous architectural fancy then first received its full 
development. 


Brussels. 

There is a great and striking difference between the aspect 
of the Netherlands and that of the interior of France. The 
former is certainly flat, but the general fertility, the fresh, 
glistening verdure of the well-watered pastures and meadow 
land, everywhere charmingly crowned and intersected by 
hedges and groves of trees, give the landscape the air of one 
vast garden. This fertility, lipwever, is not the spontaneous 
growth of nature, but rather the fruit of that human in¬ 
dustry of which it bears ^he stamp, and which, when thus 
skilfully applied, almost rises into a science; the country, 
and even the soil, seem metamorphosed and transformed by 
this sedulous cultivation into a beautiful work of art. Swit¬ 
zerland affords a similar and almost more charming example 
of human industry triumphing over the disadvantages of an 
unfavourable, if not barren soil. The character of the Ger¬ 
man race seems peculiarly disposed to this practical industry, 
the cause of which may probably be discovered in the cir¬ 
cumstances of their ealiest history. 

Let it not be supposed that this attention to the minutiae 
of art, this delicate and ingenious skill, is practised entirely 
without reference to higher objects. The rich countries of 
the south are not exclusively favourable to the development 
of the arts. Nature, in them, yields her stores, as it were, 
unasked, and men become indolent and uninventive: but. 
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in the colder north, where even the necessities of life must 
he obtained with toil and labour, everything is the result 
of scientific industry, for life itself then becomes artificial, 
and must trust to skill and invention for its preservation 
and support. Northern Europe, poor in soil, has ever been 
the favourite home of science and the arts; luxuriant Asia 
was, indeed, the mother-land of song, but she must ^ield the 
palm of art to her younger daughter. On a similar prin¬ 
ciple, perhaps, Egjpt, which in some respects at least was 
Uttle favoured by nature, owed her superiority to industry 
and science, and attained a far higher degree of perfection in 
the imitative arts than either Persia or Asia. * 

In northern Europe the predilection for art — imitating, 
adorning everything with universal and unbounded influ¬ 
ences — seems almost, like another nature, the indigenous 
growth of the soil. Almost every branch of industry and 
science flourished in the Netherlands, because, as a free 
country, standing in a happy union with the German em¬ 
pire, it had its own peculiar existence and national character. 
The difference of language in Germany and the Netherlands 
certainly, in some measure, estranged them. Yet we con¬ 
tinually recognise in tlie lat^pr traces of its aflinity with 
Germany. The countenances, in the'country more espe¬ 
cially, are not like those we* generally picture to ourselves, 
the idea of which we imbibe from tlie Flemish figures por¬ 
trayed by later and often vei’y ihannered artists; they are, 
on the contrary, firm, strongly marked, and angular, but 
benevolent and candid in expression, the hair generally 
black. • 

In towns, where the original race has mixed more with 
foreigners, Ave certainly find the architype of those burly 
Flemish figures — for the intermixture of race is rarely fa¬ 
vourable to beauty. 

In the great market-place at Brussels stands the town- 
house, a beautiful Gothic building: the slender tower is 
decorated at the summit with a gilded figure of the Arch¬ 
angel St. Michael and the Dragon. The Kinlenberg-house 
is also standing, with the very balcony from which Alva 
witnessed the execution of Egmont, 

The cathedral church of St. Gudule claims especial notice. 
It is built, like Gothic churches in general, in the most con- 
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^[^oas: part' of the citj. The three-f<^ western entrance 
il^fiaaked’l^ two loftj towers; the choir and high altar face 
the east. Thfe towers are not so much remarkable from their 
decmratiims as, from their structure, appearing to be joined 
together as it wei^ aiid te spring,tip from a line of slender 
pinnacl^ rising in steps, one above the other. The side 
buttrasses also, of fhis 'body of the building, are terminated 
by ornamented, crQcketed-pinnacles, shooting upwards. Both 
of the'western' towers are unfinished, and the interior was so 
completely destroyed during the war,that it cannot he restored 
without entire rebuilding. A large painted glass window on 
the western* side represents the Last Jud^ent; in a style 
rarely equalled even^in Gothic churches; the pulpit is of 
carved wood, executed with wonderful skill. The lower 
part represents the Fail of Man, and above is the blessed 
Virgin, with the Infant Christ in her arms, and wearing a 
crown of stars. The body of this wonderful creation repre¬ 
sents the tree, the bending form of Adam helps to support 
the pulpit, t^tics may not, perhaps, approve of everything 
introdfiiced into the execution, but the admirable skill of the 


carving is truly marvellous. Works of the utmost delicacy, ex¬ 
ecuted either in wood or bronzf, are appropriately introduced 
into the decpration of Gothic churches. Marble is incongruous 
and breaks the harmony of the whole, whether it be em¬ 
ployed for monuments, stjj^tues, or the pilasters supporting 
altars or tombs. The use of marble, in many old Italian 


churches, as the ordinary building material, occasioned a 
very peculiar modification of thi? Gothic style, which may be 
termed the Italian Gothic, and of which the cathedral church 


at Siena affords the purest example; that at Florence is, on 


the other hand, too much like the Gothic, and Milan cathedral 


is also decidedly in imitation of the German style. The most 
striking characteristic of these old marble churches, is a 


manifest struggle to attain and display the rich exuberance 
of fancy which so remarkably distinguishes Gothic architec¬ 
ture, it being impossible to carry skill and delicacy pf work¬ 
manship to the same degree of perfection in marble as in the 


soft sandstone of the north. These churches aror also remark¬ 


able from the intermixture of variegated marbles disposed in 
mosaic, and a general inclination to the employment of 
mosaic in decorations; for the splendid borderings, the fine 
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tesselafced pavement nnd. lofty' of *lajpijJii^aN 4 *^ tfes 

church of St^Mark at Vlanice, |bo 4omB of>,OTjBp.^j^he4rai, 
and other Italian churchy. ‘ ^ ^ ' <[ >’ 

Alkgori^ repreBeDtati9h$ hf '* fJuifl^^enty'l'i^e 
“ Fall of Man,” and* the Victory of; often 

placed .in the most coidspiicnoita parts lifi lflie i(;Hi;irch: -*7 at 
the entrance, in tl^ nave or pulpit *, .and when di^s placed 
are not to be considered mefel^ as omtaBfnta. Syint)ol|atat~ 
was the grand motive and object of tlte' caily artists, dnd it 
was undoubtedly their intention to make .the visible st^ucture 
of tlio material church, in all its'various parts and pjmportiops, 
symbolic of ^be spiritual church of Christ as it exists upon 
eartli, som^titaes militant and somefim^ triumphant But 
what hinguage can adequately describe the magic*^ effect of 
suck paintings on gfass.as that in St, Godule above mentionedT,, 
when viewed in a favoueable light, neither too feeble, noc.t(N> 
dazzlingly bright! It seems like a.heavienly tissue^ef ge^' 
and crystals, Jike the bright varyjng siuface of of fiery 
fioWers, where all the mysteries of light and coldur fioat; l^fore 
our eyes in vivid combinations of ever-varying radiance. 

This majestic work of art has been displ^ed in order to 
make way for the necessary repairs and altieratfdnl, Ijju'd^t 
will probably wander into England, wdiitbcT' the* ppnqipat 
glass paintings of St. Denis hate already been renu><^. 


--Ljt- 

Louvain* 

The days arc past in whiii. Louvain alone employed 4000, 
Mechlin 30(X), and Ghent 40,000 looms, while other trades 
and manufactures floorisbq^jin equal proportion. Trade and 
industry had then, as now in England, their seat in Gerinanyj 
and more particularly , in the'Netherlands. MachhiveUi 
gives a surprising and almost incredible description of the 
magnificent and prosperous condition of Holland under 
Maxifnilian. Brabant is aliki a richly favoured land; and the,, 

u 

* Or on thife Eood-itor^en, dividing the chanct^ from Ibc body of the 
church. — See Durandus, Introductory PIssay, p, 103. , 

Allegory employs fictitious things and personages to shadow out the 
truth ; Syinbolisifl u.9es real personages and real actions [and real things] 
as symbols oft^he truth. British Qritic, No^LXV. p* 121. A type is 
a symbol intended from the first; a figure is a symbol'not discovered till 
after the thing figurative has had a being. -^Dur, InL t&ssoyy p. 25. 
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traces of formor prosperity, and the numerous monuments of 
niM^eiit art, make it highly interesting to a refieoting traveller. 
The town of Louvain possesses in its majestic Town-house 
a Valuable monument of Gothic architecture. The effect of 
tills building struck me as peculiarly fine, when seen in the 
first grey light of amorning: I have often thought that the 
outline of any large building rises from the sombre back¬ 
ground with more dear and imposing in^esty on a clear night, 
or in the evening twilight. • This edifice is particularly dis¬ 
tinguished by the extreme delicacy of the lavisli decorations, 
and their beautiful simplicity and symmetry. It is erroneous 
to imagine that these latter properties are incompatible with 
the rich diversity of Gothic architecture. It is true that in 
some buildings the symmetry is destroyed by intentional 
irregularities, as in Strasburg cathedral for example, but 
that is quite an exception to the general practice. In other 
Gothic buildings a severe regularity and uniformity is ob¬ 
served, and the strictest harmony of design may be traced 
throughout tiie copious and luxuriant decorations. From its 
beauty of proportion and exquisite symmetry, the Town- 
house of Louvain holds as high a place among buildings of 
small or moderate dimensioM, as the cathedral of Cologne 
among the largest Gothic edifices. Instances of intentional 
neglect of symmetrical propdHiou are rare exceptions; for 
Gothic architecture is no Jess governed by laws of symmetry 
than that of the Greeks, although its redundant ornament 
and varied decorations cannot be restricted within the narrow 
ligiits of classic uniformity. The figbres on the fa 9 ade of the 
town-house of Louvain, at least one hundred in number, have 
all been thrown down, and this fine work of art is now ex¬ 
tremely injured and defaced; the number of vacant niches 
sufficiently attests its former splendour. 


Liege. 

The country round Liege is rich, and the city Itself finely 
situated, but frightfully built; and even the inhabitants, 
their language, manners, and feature.s, convey an unfavour¬ 
able impression. We fancy ourselves already on a foreign 
soil, and seem to be again in France, yet the W’^alloon French 
is extremely different from the original langbago of that 
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coun^. This is attributed to the great colonies of Spaniards 
and Italians planted here by Charles V. The manner in 
which the characteristics of the French, German, and Flemish 
here intermingle, might afford material for a learned disqui> 
sition on ancient population and emigration. The famous 
Godfrey of Boulogne, leader of the first crysades, was a native 
of this boundary land of France and Germany, and we are 
told that he spoke both languages with facility, and was 
^erefore the better fitted to maintain harmony between the 
discordant feelings of the French and German nobles. The 
cathedral at Liege has been very much injured, particularly 
since the lead of the roof was removed by robbers. Its 
destruction, however, occasioned but little loss to art, if the 
engraving 1 saw of it, and the opinion of several connoisseurs 
of good taste and judgment, may be relied upon. or in^ 
different works are to be found in every age and period of 
Gothic, as well as of Grecitm art; but it is to be desired that 
even bad monuments of antiquity should be preserved, rather 
than for all to be left to the discretion of individu^s^ who 
may possibly have interested motives for depreciating their 
value. 

One of the most striking peotiliarities»of die Walloon race 
is an extraordinary and almost extravagant passion for 
music, which leads them to fbrm unions and clubs, for the 
cultivation of that science : their gnusic meetings and trials 
of skill are regarded as festivals by the rest of the people, 
who flock to them and decide on the relative merits of the 
performances with all the enthusiasm of the ancient Gre^s. 
Traces of this musical taste of the Liegois are to be found 
early in the middle ages. 

Diderot was a native of Liege; though the French lan¬ 
guage is spoken here, it cannot be considered as a part of 
France. A slightly different impulse, an accidental turn of 
fate, might have led this city, which as a border town had 
liberty of choice, to adopt the German language, and become 
a German dependency; its genius and character appear more 
in harmony with that of the German people, and certainly 
it could scarcely have seemed so misplaced then as it now 
appears to be in France. 
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Aix4ft.Chapell«, 

Hills, meadows, and glassy streams, the natural features 
of Germany, invest the neighbourhood of Aix>la-Chapelle 
with softness and beauty; the breeze of the forest murmurs 
deliciously, by inviting to repose and meditation. The hill 
near Aix, on which the hot and cold springs are found, 
is peculiarly charming: little tranquil lakes are seen on its 
summit, among which it is delightful to wander on a sultry 
summer’s day. The ruins of Frankenberg lie a little furthier 
on, surrounded by springs of water; this castle, which dates 
from the period of Charlemagne, is now in ruins; swans 
float on the calm waters, and we saw a child sitting near a 
fountain, reading one of those books of fairy tales, in which 
the last lingering remnant of our early poetry still survives. 

Aix-la-Chapelle was once the favourite residence of the 
great Charlemagne, whose deeply planned schemes and poli¬ 
tical arrangements have scarcely yet ceased to operate. It 
seems sui’prising that he should have selected for his favourite 
castles and places of abode spots on the Rhine only, us at 
Aix-la-Chapelle, Nimeguen, and Ingelheim. Yet we learn 
from history, that the language of the court, during the early 
French dynasties, was Germfin ; the princes loved Germany, 
and were themselves of German extraction, and it is from 
considering Charlemagne onl;f as a monarch of France, who 
nmde extensive conquests-beyond the limits of that empirt*, 
that his liaving placed his capita so completely on the fron¬ 
tier now appears so surprising. The war with Saxony may 
have induced him to establish himself in that vicinity, but 
he was probably influenced in his selection by many simple 
motives as well as by political reasons. It certainly should 
be remembered that Charlemagne's ancestors first governed 
Austrasia, and probably considered it as the peculiar inhe¬ 
ritance of their house and kingdom. Neustria, Aquitaine, 
and the interior of France were a comparatively recent 
acquisition. 

In the cathedral at Aix lie the remains of Charlemagne, 
yet, as is usual, little or nothing is now standing of the work 
of his clever architect Gerhard; the choir belongs to a later 
period, and contains little either to censure or admire. The 
numerous arched windows are long, narrow, and but little 
ornamented; crowded together, and only separated by massive 
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buttresses, they betray the period when Gothic architecture 
was already in its decline. The nave, or octagon, stands on the 
spot where Charlemagne had erected the chapel after which 
the city was named, and contains his tomb. * The front of 
the gallery, running round the octagon, is adorned with por¬ 
phyry columns, originally thirty-two ip number, brought 
from the old church of St. Gereon at Cologne, to which they 
had been presented by the Empress Helena, mother of Con¬ 
stantine the Great. It was usual, both in Italy and Greece, 
to employ fragments of heathen temples in the decoration of 
Christian churches. These columns are now, (1804) in 
Paris f: one which remained at Cologne was destroyed 
during the war. 

Christian architecture, of*the earliest period, is derived, 
at least in its isolated elements, from the later style of clasme 
art. After the time of Constantine the influence of Chris¬ 
tianity brought new ideas into action, and gave a new intention 
to architecture, the influence of which extended throughout 
the entire mediaeval epoch, so that the eastern style of that age 
cannot be classed with Greek antiquity, but belongs Vather 
to the new order of things: this separation was undoubtedly 
occasioned by religion, and f#r the same reason the Latin 
Christian rhymes of that period must no longer be classed 
with ancient literature. Ycft long after the first compara¬ 
tively insignificant commencement, many new and peculiar 
features appeared in Gothic architecture. To refer all the 
wonders of old I'eutonic art to that primal origin alone 
w’ould be scarcely less unreasonable than to consider the 
l^eonine verses of Latin poets the source of the higliest 
eftefs-ifauvre of modern poetry of Dante and Calderon, 
tlioiigh in these verses we certainly trace the first appear¬ 
ance of rhymed t<-rminations. 

The natives of Aix are lively and animated, quite of the 
old French race. The German liere spoken is peculiarly 
feeble, and uttered in a monotonous cadence, which is far 
from agreeable to strangers; the same may be said of Co¬ 
logne ; it seems rather like a commencement of the Lower 
German dialect, but is more properly a combination of high 

* The action is built after the church of the Holy Sepulchre at 
Jerusalem, with the tomb of Charlemagne in the centre. 

f They were returned at the peace. — Traug. 

• M S 
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and low German, characterised chiefly by roughness and a 
want of refinement. When these dialects are more inti¬ 
mately blended and united, as in the centre of Germany, 
they form the true German now spoken. This dialect, 
therefore, unformed as it is, may not prove entirely unworthy 
the attention of philologists. The Cologne dialect is clearly 
to be traced in one of the oldest German poems now exist¬ 
ing — the “ Eulogium of St. Anno.” Many Latin words are 
found in it, although so mutilated and abbreviated, as 
scarcely to be recognised. The intercourse carried on with 
Hodaud, and the constant influx of strangers, in so populous 
a trading town, would naturally lead to many innovations in 
the language. The groundwork was probably Walloon, for 
the natives of Upper Germany are unquestionably of that 
stock ; but the language of Cologne, the features, aspect and 
character of the people, are certainly old Saxon, and this is 
stiU more strikingly the case at Bonn. At Coblentz, on the 
contrary, the light, lively, French temperament is every¬ 
where japparent : the line of demarcation between the French 
and old Saxon ought probably to be fixed at some point 
between these two cities. 


Ncusz. 

The little church in this town is of early Gothic archi¬ 
tecture ; the chief entrance of one door only, with a single 
heavy square tower, which is however richly and beautifully 
decorated. The spire has been taken down, having been 
seriously injured by the effects of the weather, and the tower 
in consequence has rather the character of a heavy castle- 
tower than of the tall grown church-.spire shooting up from 
amid open tracery and pinnacles, according to the mode of 
construction invariably adopted in the most delicately- 
finished Gothic edifices. 

Low, heavy towers, such as are occasionally seen in old 
churches, deserve to be regarded with some attention in an 
investigation of the origin of Gothic architecture: they are 
sometimes even crowned with battlements, like old German 
fortresses, and I am persuaded that tliis is no arbitrary re¬ 
semblance, or casual similarity, but an intentional imitation 
of those ancient venerable piles. It is customary to derive 
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Gothic towers from those of mosqaes, though in fact there 
is in general but little similarity between them« and the 
hypothesis of the Arabic origin of the Gothic style has 
already been proved to bo complet^ fallacious. Indeed^ 
none of the old Spanish and Sicilian ISuildings of which we 
have any description, and which are known from hii|tory to 
have been the work of Moorish architects, are by any means 
in accordance with the principles of church architecture^ 
nor have they anything in common with Gothic edifices, 
except the extreme richness of their decorative^ ornaments* 
The minarets of the mosques are necessarily on the eastern 
side, because from them the Mahomedans were* summoned 
to public prayer. The church towers of western architecture 
are designed for the bells, which from thence ring forfih 
with majestic solemn sound, bidding all Christian worship* 
pers to prepare to join in the services of their church; and 
how greatly do the towers of Christian Gh>tluc art, developed 
and carried up to the highest and sharpest point, surpass in 
grandeur the low Moorish minarets! Even were the points 
of resemblance more striking, they would scarcely iuffice 
to prove that both Arabic and Gothic art rose from the samn 
origin. The Arabs are still i^i the habit of adopting what¬ 
ever they think suitable in Syrian or "Egyptian, as well as 
in Greek or Roman buildings, only making ever 3 rthing in 
their mosques accord with their own customs and the exi¬ 
gencies of their religious worship: this does not conduce to 
very high perfection in art. Fancy was the predominating 
element in mediueval poetry and architecture, both in the 
eastern and western portions of Europe, and this may*ac¬ 
count for a certain uniformity between them both, though 
neither can be properly said to have borrowed from the 
other. Many great and essential difierences are apparent 
between Christian and eastern art, as well as betw'een our 
high romantic poetry and Arabic fables, or Persian songs of 
chivalry. 

Neusz stood formerly on the edge of the Rhine ; it is now 
at least a quarter of an hour’s distance from its bank. This 
beautiful river has in many instances thus altered its course; 
changes which, notwitlistanding their importance, are less 
carefully chronicled than the follies of men, who have long 
since passed away and left no other trace of their existesice. 

M 4 
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Goietld we stand but for a inoinent on Idie old borders of the 
Bbinei recalling that .early period when the first German 
fi^dcment was made upon its banka, and along the shore of 
the Danube also, uu^er what a different aspect would the 
manners and customs, the old institutions and legislature of 
our German ances^rs appear to uls, free from the perrerted 
and frequently false -criticisms which often contribute to ob¬ 
scure the already mutilated arid imperfect records of history. 


^ . * Dumeldorf. 

The gallery of paintings* in this town contains many pic¬ 
tures of great value, but the Hall of Rubens f seems to demand 
our especial notice; nor can we elsewhere form a correct 
opinion of this master’s genius. Those who wish to judge him 
impartially should not trust entirely to his most famous paint¬ 
ings, which, if considered as examples of severe grandeur 
in art, are not entitled to unqualitied praise; the measure 
of their fame was decreed to them at a period when, even. 
"in It^ly, true artistic taste was rarely found, and the same 
mannerism and prejudice there prevailed by which Rubens 
was himself seduced from tlii right path. Still talents so 
remarkable, and such extraordinary vigour of intellect must, 
even when erroneously directed, leave ti’aces of the master 
mind sufficiently decisive distinguish the natural impulses 
. oi" genius from the injurious influences exercised by the spirit 
, of the time, or other extraneous disadvantages. 

Rubens appears to . unite in his compositions the various 
defects of the Italian schools, both of his own time and the 
period injiuediately preceding, the unnatural exaggeration 
and mannerism of Michelangelo’s school, the negligent fri¬ 
volity of the hasty naturalisti, the struggle of mere colourists 
to produce dramatic effect, nnjq even the arbitrary and un¬ 
fortunate allegories of the eclectics : still his extraordinary 
genius prevails, and the vigour and richness .of hi.s creations 
far outweigh the various faults imbibed from contemporary 
painters. The imitation of foreign masters is so dangerous 
an error, that even genius is cramped and injured by its 


* Now removed to Munich. — Tran*. * 

' t See Treatise on Paintings in Paris and the Netherlands,’" nae, 
page 129. 
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adoption. How far higher might Bubens have aoa^ if, 
instead of copying the already corrupt and degenerate taste 
of the Italians, he had chosen to form himself on the model 
of his native Netherlands, on Van Eyck, for example, so rich 
in art, yet true to nature^ with others equal to him in genins! 
How would their coi-rect and beautifpl style hare been 
heightened and embellished by his brilliant tpolouring, and 
by that redundant fancy which, bewildered, in the false 
paths he had selected, soon became utterly lost I* The worst 
feature in the system of copying foreign art is, that the 
period selected for imitation usually proves tq| be that in 
which the art is already on its decline, and. has d^enerated 
from its high standa^ of excellence, even in the country 
chosen as a pattern. These modern artists eximiud inuch 
anxious labour in copying the productions of a degenerate 
time, to which they give the name of •*’ classical,'’ but which 
the ancient Greeks would have rejected and des^iised. To 
attempt to engraft the genius of foreign nations upon our own 
is indeed a most dangerous experiment. National art and 
taste are infallibly destroyed, and foreign »excellence rarely, 
if ever, attained. The justness of these remarks as appli^ 
to the imitative system in pointing piust be evident, and 
the inconsistency to which it leads, subversive of all national 
characteristics, is no less •sensibly felt in architecture. 
Every nation, country, and climq^e should have aripbitecture 
suited to its peculiar requirements. How is it possibly tO; 
wauder agreeably ii^ open antique colonnades, under our 
northern sky, or to walk abroad, clad in airy class!cal >ro^s ? 
Tlic form of our buildings rests, like our social customs and' 
ordinary habiliments, on natural causes, the vajriat^ns of 
temperature, and other similar influences, and the destructive 
consequences of disregarding these must be apparent to any 
one at all versed in the history of the arts and social life, or 
who has ever studied their reciprocal influence with atten¬ 
tion. 

In some of Rubens’s paintings his 'better nature is seen 
almost without any tinge of mannerism; as, for instance, in 
his own portrait with that of his first wife sitting in an ar¬ 
bour* ; jn his profound yet animated portrait of a Franciscan 

* No. 261. IV. Saal PInacolhck» Munich. 
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the superior of the order; in a Msdonaa surrounded 
angels and wreaths of dowers, and in some few pictures 
l^aid^. The Madonna was not perhaps originally so much 
mannered as it now appears; the cinnabar, which is so freely 
need, must have been much less glaring before the other tints 
had lost their brightness. 


Cologne. 

Foreigners are rarely pleased with this old town; nor is it 
possible that a great city fallen to decay should ever convey 
a pleasing impression. Yet it certainly contains many beau¬ 
tiful and spacious squares, or such as might with trifling 
alteration be made ornamental; the finest and most important 
buildings are good, well situated, and severe in design. 
Flying tourists frequently blame the construction of the 
towns through which they pass, without duly considering 
the exigencies of the locality. The streets of Cologne, those 
especi^illy which run down to the river, are narrow, but it is 
because trade and commerce have occasioned the crowding 
of that particular part, and besides the violence of the Rhine 
winds, in spring and autumn, 'frould make very broad streets 
inconvenient and unsuitable. 

The city is splendidly situated; rising in the form of an 
amphitheatre, from the barfis of the Rhine, it makes a cres¬ 
cent contained within the extent of one short hour’s walk. 
Gbirdens are interspersed within the walls of the town, and 
the beautiful promenades on the inner and outer wails, and 
the various eminences on which the city is built, partially 
compensate for the deficiency of country w'alks in the vi¬ 
cinity, and' an uninteresting landscape varied only by the 
distant Sieben-Gebirge. Yet, whether Cologne be regarded 
with favour or disapprobation by the votaries of modem 
fashion, to all lovers of art and (-f antiquities it is one of 
the most interesting and instructive towns in Germany. 

The ancient monuments in this city belong to many 
different epochs. In one part we see a Roman tower, and 
the remains of a Roman wall, built of regularly hewn 
stones of diflTercnt forms, and of varied colour, apparently 


* No. 281. S. Munich. 
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designed for ornament. These antique relics probably once 
formed part of a small temple; they are firmly cemented 
together in the manner usually practised by that, in every 
thing, extraordinary people. There stood the capitol, the 
scene of so many different events under the Cassars, and 
the Naumachium from whence, up to the mountains of the 
Eiselgebirge, ruined aqueducts extend in every direction. 
The foundations of the piers where Constantine’s stone 
bridge once stood, still remain, and may be seen when the 
river falls unusually low. Here also is the old abbey-church 
of St. Mary (Margreten, Ste. Marie des Degr^s)^ the choir 
of which belongs to the time of Charlemagne, and contains 
an effigy of Tlectrudis, wife of Pepin d’Heristal, the grand¬ 
father of Charlemagne, of very early date. Here also is the 
unfmishcd^nnd massive tower of 8t. George, commenced by 
St. Anno in the eleventh century, with no very peaceable 
intentions; it then stood close to the city gate, but is now 
quite within the walls. Many other rcmaihable monuments, 
belonging to nearly every epoch of the middle ages, pight 
be mentioned. 

Cologne, under the Romans, was in fact the capital of 
their important (iermania SeciAida, ancLof equal consequence 
in the sutfeequent kingdom of Austrasia. In the time of 
Otho the G-reat, it became a powerful spiritual principality, 
one of the wealtlviest of the Haii^e Towns, and the seat of 
a famous university, to which, in the middle ages, men 
of genius resorted from all parts of the world. Snorro 
Storleson, who c()llected the northern Sagas of the £dda, 
came hither from Lis distant island, and became afterwards 
principal of the then flourishing free states of Scandinavia. 
Hither also came St. Thomas Aquinas from Naples, when 
at the age of twenty he quitted his noble family and connex¬ 
ions, determined to devote himself to a spiritual life. Every 
jiarl of this old city is rich in interesting associations, though 
the effects of the Ueformation, and subsequent changes and 
the general decline of Germany, have robbed it of much 
of its original grandeur. It has now, like most other towns 
on the left bank of the Rhine, become the prey of the French. 
The number of monuments of Gothic architecture here 
existing is almost unparalleled. We find noble edifices, 
illustrating not only the grand progressive steps of the art. 
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but also marking each important variety or modificatioii 
from the first period when it resembled the Greek Christian 
style, to the latest, wlien it began to lose itself in the pompous, 
overloaded manner of the Spanish Jesuits. Besides the 
churches, there are many private houses of the same date, 
in good preservation, and very similar in style to the old 
Gothic, and many of those usually called Templar houses, 
from the prevailing, but not always correct, idea of their 
having been the residences of the Knights Templars. A 
skilful investigator might here gain abundant information 
concerning the inferior portion of Gothic art; its profound 
scientific knowledge, and wonderful mechanical skill.* 
Should it be possible to complete a new history of Gothic 
architecture before the barbarism and covetousness which 
now prevail have completely desecrated all its ancient me¬ 
morials, this town alone contains materials almost sufficient 
for the purpose. The antiquities of other cities are chiefly 
isolated remains, and their proper connexion can scarcely 
be traced or understood. 

The cathedral stands pre-eminent amongst all these monu¬ 
ments, and were it completed. Gothic art might boast of 
having produced a giant worlf, worthy of rivalling the proud- 
c.st edifices of ancient or modern Rome. A thira part only 
of the body of the church, afid half of one tower, are yet 
completed, without the gentral lantern or the transepts, 
which, when erected, will give the form of a perfect cross. 
Yet, even thus unfinished, it far exceeds in grandeur of con¬ 
ception and beauty of style the most glorious works to be seen 
elsewhere. Conrad Hochstetten, whosse daring mind niised 
more than one rival to cope with the dreaded Frederic the 
Second, conceived this mighty design. The ground plan of 
the unknown architect, finish^ even to the very minutiae of 
decorations, is still in existence.f The building was begun in 
the year 1248, and the choir finished and consecrated in 1322. 

* Tlic erudite Canon WallraflT has done our age great service, hy 
directing public attention to the noble remains in many old towns on the 
Rhine, and to the inedisval antiquities of Cologne. In my first exa¬ 
mination of these treasures I was myself extremely indebted to liis 
friendly escort and learned conversation. 

t Since that time Boisscr6e’s grand work has appeared, wortliy in in¬ 
dustry and skill of the noble cathedral which it describes, and published 
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The grandeur of this surprising and colossal fragment 
excites universal wonder and admiration; and one glance at 
the immense height of the choir fills every beholder with 
astonishment. But what is most striking to those who have 
had an opportunity of observing with attention many other 
monuments oi“ Gothic architecture, is the^ beauty of its deco¬ 
rations, the symmetry of its proportions, and the air of light¬ 
ness these give to the massy fabric. Every one who has any 
feeling will be conscious of this impression, but it is impos¬ 
sible to define or explain more particularly in what this feel¬ 
ing consists. Actual measurements, and comparison with 
other buildings of the same style, can alone furnlkh a clue to 
the mystery of those proportions, the effect of which is so 
striking to every person of refined taste. It is certain that 
the finest Gothic churches, compared with this, frequently 
appear either rude and clumsy, or deficient in expression, and 
overloaded with trifling decorations. The Town-house at 
Louvain, however, although of infinitely smaller dimensions, 
may still bear comparison with it in the noble unity and 
harmony of its various parts. * 

The general design of the cathedral, like most other 
Gothic and old German chuuches, is according to the pri¬ 
mitive style of early Christian architecture, but decorated 
and developed with the highest artistic skill. The Latin 
cross terminates in the choir, towards the east, in a semi¬ 
circular apse. Two lofty towers Surmount the triple western 
doors, and the transepts will furnish two side-entrances, to¬ 
wards the other points of the compass. A cupola will be 
raised above the lofty tomb of the three kings, which Is to 
stand in the centre, but is not yet commenced. The tower 
is a splendid structure, formed of innumerable slender pil¬ 
lars, arched windows, and crocheted pinnacles, ever rising 
higher, as if actually springing one from the other ; it is to 
be five stories in height, the loftiest stage surmounted by a 
slender obelisk of open tracery, transparent tendrils, and 
crockets, rising at length into a tinial. Two stages only 
are as yet completed. A tower like this, proudly springing 
heavenwards, in the midst of such profusion of carving, 

with the design of throwing full light upon the subject and on Gothic 
architecture in general, the first dawn of which is alone noticed in these 
outlines. 
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sculpting and decoration, seems almost like some incom> 
paraltle production of the vegetable kingdom ; while the nu-^ 
Bierous, wide>spreading, dying buttresses, with their arches, 
decorations, crockets, ^ials, and pinnacles, resemble a forest. 
Hie Oothic piUars in the interior have not unaptly been 
compared to a lofty^ avenue of trees; each, instead of appear¬ 
ing like one single pillar, seems rather an interweaving of 
numerous smaller shuts, a slight and inconspicuous projecting 
moulding alone indicating the pedestal. The high aspiring 
shaf t, and simple capital, formed of vine-leaves, or an imita- 
tiou of some other natural foliage, unfold into a pointed and 
segmental arch. These columns have been also compared to 
natural basaltic pillars; and the lofty vaulted arch might 
almost be likened to the jet of a mighty fountain, supposing 
tlie stream of descending water to be of equal volume with 
that which is thrown up. And if the exterior, with its 
countless towers and pinnacles, appears at a distance not 
unlike a forest, the whole prodigious structure, on a nearer 
approach, looks like some magnificent natural crystallisa¬ 
tion. " It is, in a word, the wonder-work of art; and, from 
the inconceivable abundance of its decorations, seems to vie 
with the inexhaustible variety of nature herself. This is 
just the impression it leaves upon the mind; and inscru¬ 
tably rich as are the interwoven forms of organised nature, 
an architectural structure like that under consideration 
seems scarcely less vast and inconceivable. Ever tending 
heavenwards, as it soars higher and higher decorative forms, 
ever more and more delicately finished, seem to spring in 
suedession from the lower and less ornamental })ortions. Yet 
all are, almost universally, borrowed from vegetable nature: 
the forms of plants bearing no distinct reference to any neces¬ 
sary object, the idea of their peculiar design and utility is not 
directly awakened in the mind. Animal forms, on the con¬ 
trary, immediately suggest the object and office for which they 
were framed. Besides, setting aside this circumstance, they 
are far less beautiful than leaves or flowers, and hence the 
actual growth of the plant, that loveliest ornament of nature, 
with the queenlike rose crowning the ■whole, has been adopted 
as the type of nearly every ornament framed by human art. 

This noble work, considered in an architectural point of 
view, affords an example of all the beauties of the second 
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floriated Gothic style. The same figures of the triangle and 
the square, the circle and the quatrefoil, form the ground* 
work of all those decorations, which, as in the early Christian, 
are introduced with a more profound attention to the scien¬ 
tific structure of the building. But these no longef appear 
in naked simplicity and geometrical exactness; they are all 
veiled with clustering foliage and the luxuriance of v^e- 
table life: as in the enamelled carpet of spring, we cannot, 
amid its verdmit productions, clearly discern the precise 
geometrical symmetry of each isolated form, but see all 
bloom end unmld their beauty together, in one general glow 
of life and immortality! The very existence oi Gothic ar¬ 
chitecture seems bound up with the luxuriance of its forms 
and floriation. Hence the unvaried repetition of the stume 
decorations, their plant-like similarity, and the deeply ex¬ 
pressive, yet tranquil mystery, the joyous loveliness and 
animation, which fill every beholder with reverence and ad¬ 
miration. The symbolism of Gothic architecture is, indeed, 
of the highest order; that of painting appears feeble in com¬ 
parison with it, and its allusions to divinity embarrass^ and 
uncertain. Architecture, on the contrary, by its mutation of 
the beauties of nature, brings the idea of the Divinity palpably 
before our minds, even without any direct allusion to the 
mysteries of Christianity. Christian faith and hope had, 
however, no trifling influence on ^the development of eccle¬ 
siastical architecture. 

A work so gigantic as the Cologne cathedral must surpass 
all power of description. I pass on, therefore, to the consi¬ 
deration of the other old churches in Cologne, as best illus¬ 
trating the origin and progress of the Gothic style. 

I have already remarked that there arc two distinct epochs 
in ecclesiastical architecture; the earlier, termed Byzantine, 
from its resemblance to the Greek style ; and the later, pe¬ 
culiarly German, and incomparably more skilful in execu¬ 
tion, which was spoken of in the description of the cathedral. 
Many strongly marked varieties are found in each branch; 
as, for instance, the lower of St. Stephen’s at Vienna, and 
the cathedral at Strasburg, both belonging to the later pe¬ 
riod, and both, more especially the latter, having many va¬ 
rieties. The Byzantine is unquestionably the earliest in 
date; but both styles at length melt completely into each 
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no Be^ stjle ever becomes predominant at once, 
• in Knoe ibs^ances it is followed up to a o^rtain point only, 
tbougb ini others it may be alrea^ adopted matire. Aeon* 
sideratioi) of the expense noay also have led^'to the cofutiirued 
employment of the older manner, ui works not designed for 
eh^t-cPceuvre. , , ^ 

Gothic architecture is the style of building best adapted to 
a northern climate and a colder zone, aiid'its origin and pro¬ 
gress ‘ coincides with the development of i;he. appropriate 
symbolism of the Christian church; por was the material 
employed without its influence ; the inferior ^beauty of sand¬ 
stone, as compared with marble, occasioned an ambitions 
struggle for decoration, which led to a higher degree of ex¬ 
cellence in tracery and ornaments than would have been 
attainable in any harder material. These rimple reasons 
sufficiently elucidate all the peculiarities of Gothic- architec¬ 
ture. I shall attempt to trace ahd illustrate their influence, 
by de^rihing a few old churches in the early Byzantine 
style., 

ThS most remarkable and beautiful of this class'at Co¬ 


logne are the churches of St. Gereonj and the Twelve Apo- 
stks (St Aposteln). Both are in rat^ elevated situations, 

’ and their effect very fine. I shall here take an opportunity 
of mentioning, that from the Vraljc inside the walls, and the 
' crane on the cathedral tower, all the most beautiful churches 
''ntjuy he seen at different points of view and to great advan- 
,tage. The finest view of the city is from the opposite bank 
of the river, from which it appears in the form of a crescent, 
adoVned with many beautiful churches and crowned by an 
anrient massive citadel. The cathedral is a conspidiious 
object, and its situation, on a lofty eminence, commanding 
. on extensive prospect, very grand.* It is to be lamented 
thai thil fine position almost neutralised by the crowds of 
inferior buildings tha£ ijurruund It. About forty years since 
the altar-screen was broken down and destroyed, in order 
to ina^e way for an Itriian altar-piece, beautiful indeed in 




* Since that period the back of the choir, lacing the Rhine towards 
the east, has been fi'eed frem all the cxtranecuis buildings which encum¬ 
bered it( and, whether viewed from a ^stance or in the immediate Ticlnity^ 

^ the cathedral now presents a glorious object, and can, for the first time^ b^ ; 
conkemplafed in the perfection of its bejhity. 
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itself, but quite dut iof •charaeter in a €k>thio cathedn^ ^ llie 
anient screen was in perfect harmony with the exterior, and 
was forfned, with most delicate skill, of innum^aHe small 
crocheted and rdqstering pinnacles,—a omnpendiwEq, as it 
were, of the general exterior features, and presenting to tjie 
spectator a miniature' representation of fU those beauties 
which the extent of the bnilding makes it impossible to 
embrace at one glance. 

In old chorcbes the principal entrance is frequently marked 
by one single square rtower, and the choir has two 
turrets, between which the extreme termination g^bjeets in 
a half circle.' St. 'Kiunibert and St Severin, both chnrches 
of noble and massive form, are designed rm this plan. Hie 
tower of St. Martin, of the tenth century, is still more rB> 
markable, as the mighty cmitre tower was adorned and sur¬ 
rounded by less^ towers at the four comers, of which t#o 
only are left standing. The church of the Twelve Apostles 
(St Aposteln) is far more artistic: it belongs totheelevWh 
and twelfth centuries, and its entrance is also api^ed by a 
single massive heavy tower. The choir is teilnuiatefd by 
three semicircular apses, above which rise three gables; two 
towers ornament the ceniye apse at the ei:trmity, and above' 
the gables and apses rises a double £ex(^oxial cupola.*^ 

A structure,'compounded as it were of numerous others, most 
skilfully grouped, and presenting n<^ one single teqiple, buta 
stately and majestic fabric, formed of several temples, losing 
one above the other. In this union and combination of numer¬ 
ous buildings we recognise the original idea of early Christiqp' 
architecture. Constantine first desired to have his Basilica, 
built in the form of a cross. The high altar next became indi-^ 
cated by cupolas, rising one above the other, as in the bbhrck-' 
of St. Sophia at Constantinople, and St:Mark at Yenioe. buik ^ 
in imitation of the former. The chpi^'^ing the appcffiteC 
place for those whose office required thbm^ to taxe an active 
part in the service of God and the duties of the saiictaary,^ 

* A transverse, triapsal church, with a large western tower; two 
smaller towers at the east, and an octagonal pyramid at the eastern CrotKh 
ing. It has also a western transept '^he apses are vaulted with aemt* 
domes. The vaulting of the old central aisle is sexpartite on the TOubla 
compartments, ana cylindrical on the single ones. — See AvMecftntd 
Nbte» on German Chvrehee, p. 39. Plate, fig. lO. * 

. N 
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was early separated from the grand area destined to receive 
the congregation, and constructed on thp nohlest scale: it 
forms, as it were, a lesser church, contained within the limits 
of the principal structure. The necessitr of a passage 
round the choir led to the erectioit of siw aides a4ioin> 
ing the nave, which was so completely distinguished from 
them by its greater elevation, that these aisles often appear 
like separate buildings attached to the centre pile. £very 
thing, in fact, contributes to produce that copious variety of 
design and decoration, which is a distinctive characteristic 
of Gothic ecclesiastical architecture. The peculiar forma* 
tion of the pillars may be cited as an example. Even in 
old Byzantine churches we generally find not merely simple 
circular columns, but many pillars, clustered or banded to¬ 
gether : this may probably have arisen from the necessity of 
combining the side-aisles with the nave and the choir, the 
pillars of the latter aiding in the support of the former also; 
or it may have had its source in a predilection for variety 
an^ multiform combinations. These rude beginnings in 
time expanded into peculiar beauty, in those slender shafts 
and clustering columns which have given birth to so many 
significant comparisons. The pillars in the cathedral of 
Cologne clearly illustrate the manner in which the idea of 
this mode of construction aAise and developed itself. The 
centre-shaft is thick and^rcular, and four others of equal size 
surround it, yet without projecting beyond a given circle; the 
space between each of the four outer columns is filled up by 
i^other smaller shaft which stands out beyond the others: 
there are two lesser shafts in each space of the columns at the 
principal entrance, and three in the pillars supporting the 
lantern *, so that each pillar, besides its solid centre^ has four 
of equal size surrounding it, and four, eight, or twelve, of the 
smaller, the number varying according to the situation and 
importance of the pillar. V^en many such systems of clus¬ 
tering columns are assembled together, as at the interior 
angles of the tower, a surprising idea of vastness is pro¬ 
duced by their multiplied variety. Hence also arose the 
peculiar character of the Gothic arch: the high-pitched 
northern roof gave to the arch its pointed form, in accord¬ 
ance with the harmony which (unless any important reason 
command a deviation,) it is essentially necessary to preserve 
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between the interior and exterior. In carrying up these 
clustering shafts, they naturally unfolded into numerous ribs 
and bruicfaes, which, crossing and intersecting each other in 
every direction, became a groined and pointed roof, the 
vaulting of which gave peculiar grandeur of expression to 
the lofty aisle, and stamped it with a variety and beauty 
found only in Gothic architecture. The form of the arch 
derived from the high-pitched roof of the northern manner 
of building, extends also to the doorways, in which the 
numerous banded pillars, expanding above, form arches, re¬ 
tiring one within the other, narrowing and deepening towards 
the interior, and exuberantly ornamented. The oldest Gothic 
windows are mostly trefoiled: here again, if we seek the slen¬ 
der, long-drawn pointed arch, in this as in every other part, as 
far as is practicable, we find a repetition of the same general 
principle, and in all its variations the one fundamental figure 
is apparent. In the close juxtaposition of two such .arches, 
and the introduction of the trefoil already mentioned, at the 
point of union, we discover an anticipation of the subseouent 
foliated tracery; the rose and trefoil in various combinations 
may be. recognised as the basis of all the highly artistic folia¬ 
tion with wiiich the cathedral at Cologne is adorned. 

Still more beautiful perhaps, in the old Byzantine style, 
than the churches above meiftioned, is the church of St. 
Grcreon, belonging probably to the eleventh century. A 
cupola-like elevation, in the form of a decagon, marks the 
vestibule. An ascent of several steps leads to the choir, 
which is considerably elevated, and the exterior is gracjpd 
by two towers : the simple symmetrical proportions give in¬ 
terest and beauty to the exterior of the building, and the 
interior is also finely ornamented. Gurgoyles, heads of 
animals forming the mouths of w'ater-pipes, or ornamenting 
the angles of the tower, are here seen, but confined almost en¬ 
tirely, as is usual in early Gotliic work, to those unimportant 
portions of the edifice. Foliated tracery is rarely seen in 
the early Christian period, nor those crockets and crocketed 
pinnacles, which afterwards became so numerous that they 
seem at the first glance to be tlie most striking feature. The 
interior columns are rarely foliated or adorned with carved 
work or spiral ornaments; the projecting capitals are merely 
gilded. The upper part of the cupohx, the windows, and 
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are occasionally »iorned with 'iSender basaltic 
p^ars, in groups of two or four. The oapkala we seme¬ 
mes plain, sometimes foliated, inierspei^ted with birdsi, 
di^gohs, and other figures. In Gothic buildings of the de¬ 
corated epoch these pillars are never seen. Much careful 
comparison and aecorate measurements would be necessary 
to make these examples folly intelligible, but for the present 
a few more observations must suffice. 

I now proceed to trace ‘the distinctive characteristics of 
the two styles of Gothic architecture, selecting, as an ex¬ 
ample of ^he early Christian era*, the church of St. GerOon, 
which is a ^rfect specimen of that style. The ground-plan 
embraces triangle and quadrangle, cross and circle, a star- 
like hexagon, and many more complicated polygonal figures; 
nor are these confined to the groundwork of the edifice; 
they are rather brought conspicuously forward, in what may 
be termed geometrical symmetry, and the simple yet sin¬ 
gular character of these combined figures gives an expres- 
rion. of solemn mystery to the entire structure well suited 
a church, which, as an holy building, is intended to sym- 
DOlise in miniature the eternal structure of the spiritual 
church in the heavens. This geometrical beauty is also 
upparent in the second period of Decorated GtHhic art; 
but of all these various figures, the cross alone is there 
retained and made strikingly manifest; yet even this is 
entwined with rich foliation, and appears as it were sur¬ 
rounded by wreaths of blooming roses. Arches and win¬ 
dows of laneellated form are separated by pillars and 
slender shafts, arranged in long tiles of entwining stems 
and branches, with finely traced decorations, generally foli¬ 
ated or flower-like in form. That deep reverential love of 
nature which was a predominating element in the minds of 
our German ancestors, seems to have been the parent of 
this gldriously devised architecture. Whether in the old 
Christian church style (the Romanesque), so great a degree 
of perfection could have been attained as was reached by 
the highly ornamented and romantic in the cathedral at 
Cclogne, I must not venture to decide; yet I confess that I 
much doubt it, for the style itself presents a far wider field, 
and‘Would not therefore be so easily carried to the same 

* The Romnnesque. 
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perfection. The church of St. Gereon is as surprising an 
example of perfectapn in the Romanesque, as the cath^ybal 
at Ckrfogne of tiia Gothic, the church of St. Mark at Venice 
of the Byxantine, and the cathedral at Siena of the Itidian 
Gothk style. . 

In my preTions description of ancient paintings at Col^gn^ 
I noticed a few very remarkable pictures of ^e lower Ger-i 
man school, winch 1 met with in a private collection. • 

The churches here have been generally despoiled of Iheir 
paintings, but, stimulated by the information a learned, 
connoisseur, I provided myself with torches and isarefiilly 
examined ^e crypt of St. Mary, where, in the vaultingf 
traces of painting, as old as the time of Charlemagne are 
to be found. They are indeed tracer and no more; the 
crypt was walled up a few years ago, and the fragments of 
h^-effaced outlines now remaining ^ve little significance 
nor is it possible to form any (pinion as to their merits: 
whether it be possible to save these remains from being 
Utterly effaced, 1 know not. Glass paintings may be seen in 
many of the churches described, which have rarely Seen 
surpassed or even equalled in beauty : perhiq>s the ^est 
that already noticed, on a window over the side entrance c£ 
the cathedral, both from the grandeur of its design and exe-’ 
cution, and dso because it b^ongs to the best and most 
fiourisliing period of glass paintiqg, the latter half of the 
fifteenth century. A window in the church of St. Knni« 
liert is also of very high antiquity, belonging to the middle 
of the fifteenth century, and admirabte from, the depth pf' 
tone and splendour of the colouring. Some windows have, 
been destroyed, and replaced by others of later date, thC' 
outlines of which are clearer and better defined, although 
decidedly inferior in colouring. In early paintings on glass 
the colouring of the faces is uniformly brown; the mixing 
of tints necessary for producing a natural carnation being 
little understood. Intermediate shading is seldom seen; 
but the arabesques surrounding the figures, and which re-: 
present trefoils, roses, peacocks’ eyes, and other ornaments,, 
are almost more beautifully coloured than those of a later 
style. 
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Vojrage up tli« Rhine. 

The most beautrful scenerj on the Rhine begins a little 
above Bonn. Bichlj enamelled meadow land extends like a 
deep vall^ between hills and mountains, stretching down to 
the influx of the Moselle at Coblentz, and from thence to 
St. Goar and Biagen, gradually narrowing as it advances, 
the rocks become more steep and the prospect wilder and 
more sublime. The Rhine is here most charming, enlivened 
on its course by the populous shores, overhanging rocks, and 
ruined castles, it appears more like a painting, the inten¬ 
tional creation of some artist’s genius, than a merely acci¬ 
dental combination of nature. The first of the many ruins 
situated on the Rhine, which we passed in ascending from 
the flat country upwards, is Godesberg, beautiful, not so 
much from its majestic situation ns from the rich prospect it 
commands. The Drachenfels next appearing, seem to kindle 
in the mind glowing anticipations of all the strange wild 
fastnesses which crown the rocky shores of our mighty river. 
Such ruins as these are often viewed with a sort of senti¬ 
mental tranquillity, as it were, forming a romantic back¬ 
ground, indispensably necessary to the development of the 
favourite feelings of the day ; or, it may be, only as robber 
castles, which, in times of peace and order, were of course 
demolished, and which must 'ever remain in ruins. Many, 
unquestionably, were suck: perhaps, most of those the ruins 
of which we now contemplate; but it is not just always to 
associate the idea of its latest degradation with the image of 
thp thing itself, and thus in a moment blunt every feeling of 
sympathy for the noble memorials of departed ages. A 
canihd investigation of histori(»l records will probably show 
that many of .these castles existed for centuries before those 
perpetual wars between the nobles and rich burghers of 
which we now read so much, centuries before the feudal 
law, public peace, &c., were even thought of; nay, that 
the German race have ever shown so remarkable a predilec¬ 
tion for dwelling upon rocks or lofty mountains, that it may 
almost be regarded as a national characteristic. A severe 
and noble taste! Even now, one glance at the height above 
seems to place us in another world. It is inspiriting and 
refreshing to quit the dull monotony of the plain and inhale 
life and vigpur from the clear atmosphere there encircling us. 
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If we, who bat oceasionalty and with ikttgne reach the sum¬ 
mit, feel at once that its breath inspires as with new life and 
courage^ how invigorating most it be to dwell always there, 
with the earth in W richest attire lying ontspread beneath; 
the changes of nature, at all periods of the day and in all 
seasons of the year, seem invested with sew interest; the 
passing clouds, the blossoming of early spring, the moonlit 
summer night, nay, even the autumnal storm mid the snowy 
fields of winter, all have their charms. Those pla<^ only* 
to me, seem beautiful which men call rude and wild; for those 
alone are grand, and grandeur and sublimity are, essential 
elements of perfect beauty, for by them our souls are elevated 
and purified. The joyous aspect of a highly cultivated cham¬ 
paign country cannot fail, after long imprisonment in town% 
to arouse agreeable thoughts, for the blooming charms ^ 
nature have a more than ordinarily powerful and soothing 
influence on the heaart when rarely seen; but the sweet sen¬ 
sation of repose that they communicate has no power to 
awaken dreams of the mighty past. A rock, on the contrmy, 
stands amid the spirit-treasures of wild nature, like a sfifeak- 
ing memorial of elemental wars, telling of the fierce combat 
which once wrenched it from the dissevered earth around, 
and the eternal impression it leaves is ever unenfeebled and 
unsubdued. As the rustling ef the forest, the murmur of 
the fountain, plunge us always in^ a soothing melancholy ; 
as the wild cry of solitaiy birds calb up a mingled feeling of 
unrest, a yearning for freedom and solitude; so nature hersdf 
seems eternally present in her ancient mountains, those moi^- 
ments which recall to us the grandest features of history, 
and awaken such profound and majestic ideas, as the luxu¬ 
riance of a level landscape could never inspire. How greatly 
is this impression heightened, when amid the ruins of na¬ 
ture we also recognise the hand of man! Lofty fortresses 
erected on savage rocks ; the monuments of human heroism 
associating itself on every cliff with the hero-times of nature. 
The fount of poetic inspiration seems unsealed before us, 
and the old ancestral river sweeps onwards, in a full stream 
of poetry and romance. 

From thy proud source unnumbered streams are flowing, 

Fraught with rich gifts to rouse the poet’s soul; 

K 4 * 
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J lij ^iant nwk^ pot^ uBwacda to tb« goal 
t mwt aeek, -i- the Pc^ven in nuiUn«e glpwing. 
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f : ', .^IjrcltoWD JUline I Tby torrent oitward BV«a|Mlh, 

'Where on its narrowing canrse mountaim Aoww, 
And glo<my toweta frozp each aitero height look down, 
'While awtol terror o’tf the gaaer er^epeth I . 


' f • 

» « 


Ilie vecself OD thy green. ttuttpsTent ▼ 

buny ^ from thee^ our German Rbiiie» 

T^ey paas^tbey part — ne'er to return agaiik 

* ^ 

Hedge the /idl eup of streng^ and joy, ye btoTe, 
lipoid crystal of our golden wine, 

And with ^ad Toioea sweU the hermc atnun i 


The numberless Bmxiui castles, towns, and walls everjo 
where seen on the banks pf the Rhine, supply ample food for 
meditation and reflexion. This river was once the boundary 

of the Roman dominion. What a remarkable resemblance 

» _ 

may often be traced between the most distant periods! In 
what an unfathomable abyss of degradadon would the whole 
human race have been plunged, if that Roman boundary had 
still subsisted; if the noblest people of the earth had not 
Inoken through their chains, abolished slavery, and established 
in its stead a government founded on truth and freedom, 
more true to early ihsdtuUonscand the principles of honour 
and justice, than any othe^ legislature of ancient or modem 
times! It is true no boundaiy so arbitrarily imposed conld 
be permanent; but we must not attempt to judge of Roman 
policy by our own ideas and circumstances alone. It appears 
in %he present day a most impolitic scheme to choose a river 
as a natural boundary between adverse nations, since with us 
it is rather a medium of commerce and friendly intercourse. 
A difibrence of language appears to be the only natural 
barrier between men, and lofty mountains, or dense and ex> 
tensive forests, can alone effect ually sever countries. In the 
time of the Romans, however, the natives of southern Ger¬ 
many were so ignorant of navigation or the use of engines 
of war, that the river formed a quite sufficient protection for 
the conquerors. 

At Rudesheim, opposite Bingen, a most interesting Roman 

ruin is to, be seen, just on the bank of the river. The defile 

between the rocks is frightfully narrow, and the old German 

♦ 
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tower in the centre of the stream gi^ a pecuUsr ohliniipter 
to the view. • ‘ 

The ruined cashes which so liiqestiei^y crown the iUtaaNSr; 
besides the mm-e wonder and admiri^tion which th^ exeili^ 
give much soofte for meditation and refleetimi; for onegisfist 
element^ aflteiv^ds nmre fully unfolded in Gothic ecderias!* 
tioid architecture, .mav be discovered in the fur^ermice 
the early Qmmans mr steep. and rooW dwdling'idaeeAi' 
Tacitus, in his history of Hermann and Narbodd, mentnm^ 
the castles erected % the Germans in their impeimtniUe 
forests, and they were indeed oontmon, low before < tibe 
bUshment of fortified towns, which prdbabty wore first 8|ir«v 
roubded with walla in imitation castles; nay, even befine 
those great assemblages of country houses and cottages^ whkh 
we name villages, were general. These castles wens the 
residence of princes and warriors, and stood amid die humbler 
dwellings scattered around for protection agamst tiie enemy • 
in time of war, or for safe custody during the armed and 
uncertain peace. The ancient Germams had no tem{des for 
the worship of their gods; they kindled fires upon the kfi^ 
mountains, and brought tibeir c^ferings to the kmdy shore, of 
the deep recesses of the fore^ and ^e shade of riieir sam^ 
oaks. They heaped funeral mounds, <n* barrows, above the 
bones of their departed heroes, or diverting some river fimn 
its course, sunk them in the deep J>ed of the stream, and thmi 
suffered the waters to return to *their accustomed channel. 
The architecture of the ancient Germans, instead a£ being 
devoted to temples and monuments, as with other nations, 
was therefore confined solely to the erection of castles, which,' 
when built upon rocks or mountains, both answered ^e puff> 
poses of security and likewise commanded an extensive view 
around. Many other warlike people thus erected citadels 
upon rocky eminences; but the practice has never been so 
universal among any people as in Germany, where towers 
and walls seem pterched like eyries on bare and rugged 
peaks, from which they appear suspended in an incre- 
dible manner, in places rarely scaled by human foot. The 
choice of such situations must have been prompted by an 
intense love of nature, an irresistible desire to revel amid 
scenes of earthly majesty and beauty. Ihe ruins of the great 
castle of Theodoric, at Terracina, hang from the very pin. 
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nacle of ihe rock, and command, an uninterrupted view of the 
sea. Heavj as the architecture of these castles may have been, 
rude as in most instances they still remain, thousands were 
undoubtedly built and crumbled to decay before any one 
attained the art and splendid beauty of the proud regal 
fortress of Barbarqpsa, yet both the style and situation of 
those old (Misties had unquestionably great influence on the 
development of Gothic architecture. In tracing this resem¬ 
blance, we must not confine ourselves to single examples 
only, because although we do occasionally see churches with 
battiemented towers, or other castle-like peculiarities of 
general structure, such examples usually belong to a rude 
and unpolished era. The spirit and design of these moun¬ 
tain fastnesses tended powerfully to encourage and excite 
the daring architectural fancy which prevailed in Gothic 
churches, from the age of Theodoric down to the present. 
It became necessary, in buil<yng one of these lofty fortresses, 
to take into consideration the probable requirements both of 
peace imd war; from the singular nature of the ground, the 
local circumstances and situation also became points of vast 
importance. Great irregularity was the natural result, and 
this soon engendered a pleasure in daring and original schemes, 
and gave the first impulse to that wonder-working fancy 
which still marks the creations of Gothic art. Indeed, this 
fanciful irregularity, combined with the geometrical figures 
of the early Christian ed&ces, solve the whole enigma of 
Gh>thic designs. 

The root and living source of all these beauties, is that 
lovd of nature which still distinguishes the German choracteT. 
Her treasures were by them invested with a twofold sym¬ 
bolism, especially manifest in early painters of the German 
school, by whom nature was depicted either as a paradise or 
a wilderness. The garden and variegated carpet of spring 
83 rmboli 6 ing in its deeper meaning the nuptial robe of flowers 
adorning the spiritual bride—the church; the wilderness, 
by the half-torn veil of eternal sorrow, carrying out the same 
similitude, and shadowing forth her desolate widowhood. 
Taken in tliis symbolic sense, the garden is represented as 
an elevated, joyous, and brilliant scene; the desert is actual 
barren nature, whose dreary aspect ever fills us with the 
deepest melancholy, and yet wears a mingled charm that 
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allures and fascinates the soul; the child of hearen stands 
alone in the wild solitude, or wanders around in restless 
sorrow, ever seeking to regain his father’s heart, and mourn¬ 
ing his separation and abandonment. This is the twofold 
impression communicated by nature herself, and by brautifal 
landscapes or paintings. Each rock-building, therefore, stands 
in the desert of nature, and her expression harmonises com. 
pletely with each wondrous style of building, whether it be a 
strongly fortified castle, or an encampment, walled only by a 
protecting bulwark of waggons. In a more elevated style, 
the imitation of nature is not confined to her prispn-house of 
mourning, but it either depicts her in celestial bloom, as the 
heavenly city of our God, or by symmetrical forms and poly¬ 
gonal hgiires, emblems of creative perfection, shadows forth 
the spiritual church according to the original plan of perfect 
ecclesiastical architecture. 

Strasburg. 

The minster in this city is truly deserving of its fame,*and is 
unquestionably one of the most glorious monuments of Gothic 
art now in existence. It was begun in .the year 1015, but 
not completed till 1275. The tower, commenced in 1277, by 
Erwin von Steinbach, was (^ntinued after his death by his 
children, SeJina and John, until the year 1339. John Uuly, 
an architect of Cologne, complete*& the erection in 1449. Its 
situation is not very conspicuous, but open on all sides, and 
not defaced by small extraneous buildings, as is too often the 
case. Here, too, the revolution has left destructive tracd^ of 
its violence ; all the images which adorned the tower having 
been thrown down during that period. The architecture is 
extremely rich, belonging to tlie second period, the same 
style in which the cathedral at Cologne and St. Stephen’s 
Tower are built. At the first glance it appears to resemble 
those buildings, but a closer investigation discloses many 
points of ditfevence. The doriations are chiefly employed ns 
arabesques. Even the string-courses and cornices of Cologne 
cathedral are floriated; in the Strasburg minster the orna¬ 
ments are merely spiral. There is a great difference in the 
general effect, as well as in the individual parts, many of 
which seem as if they belonged rather to the mechanism of a 
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watch, or aome akilfol fabric in iron work, than to a stone 
edifice. Strasburg minster, and Westminfter Abbey in 
London, appear to me, in the exterior at least, to surpaM the 
cAd Italian architecture, which wa^ m fact, but half Gothic. 
The great cathedral at Milan, which was Wilt partly under 
the superintendence of Henry Gamodius, or Gamiind, is 
scarcely more foliated; even the towers are not terminated 
by a spire of open tracery, with a finial or crockets, but by « 
plain roof, adorned with statues. The whole plan is Gothic —> 
two towers at the western entrance, a tower-lihe cupola above 
the choir, apd a number of ornamental jMnnacles around; yet 
it is much less rich in execution, and in the florid abundance 
of ornament quite curtailed. Many trac^ of Gothic design 
also appear in the Santa Maria del Fiore, at J^orence, which 
spears also to have been planned by a Gmrman architect, 
called by the Italians, Arnolfo di Lapo, or Camhie, hut the 
cupola is by Brunelleschi, and is pure Italian.* Bramante 
ha^ apparently, some reminiscence of this church in his mind 
when he planned St. Peter’s at Borne, that wonder of Italian 
architecture, — that architecture which, through various 
changes and modifications, many more of which might un¬ 
doubtedly be traced, was gradually unfolded out of the original 
pure Gothic. 

Besides the two grand divisions of Gothic architecture, we 
discover, in the circle of ^s inexhaustible treasures, many 
evident deteriorations, and occasionally isolated examples of 
change, which mark the transition from one style to another, 
and the different epochs of each. The Moorish monuments 
in Spain and Portugal have all one distinct character; the 
buildings of the Templars, whether in the east or the west, are 
in ahother different style; the old Italian marble churches 
differ widely from the castle-like church, found principally in 
those provinces of Germany where the art never attaitied its 
highest bloom of decorative perfection. To give a compre- 

* Arnolfo died in ISOCH, and the work was stopped until Giotto was 
requested to continue it in 1330; it was afterwards carried on by Taddeo 
Gaddi, Andrea Orcagna and Lurenso Filippi, but the wondrous cupola 
designed by Arnolfo, was not reared until the tiinc of Brunelleschi, 
whose zeal and genius triumphed over both the difficulties of the work 
itself, and the indifference and obstinacy of the building committee. 
Ste Murray's Hand-hook of Nbrtkem Italy, page 494, dee. 
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hensive analjrais of these sever^ varieties, would require tt 
eomplete hi^iy of Gothic architecture, which, if the true 
principle were kept strictly in view throughout, would not 
now be a tadc of much difficulty, the way having l^n so com* 
plet^y laid open by various important preparatory labours 
and antiquarian research. • 

Among the old churches at Strasburg, that of St. Thomas 
completely resembles a fortress in design. 

One of the most remarkable paintings in the collection at 
Strasbuig, is the picture of a saint, by Perugino. It is merely 
a half‘length, without any symboUc attributes j the back¬ 
ground clear and bright. The bended head and subdued 
glance heighten the expression of loveliness and repose, for 
which this master is so remarkable. This single figure 
coujid scarcely have formed a picture by itself, and it was, 
probably,"the wing of some destroyed altar-piece, or triptic. 
How many works of art have thus been dissevered in modem 
times, and are now, by strange and melancholy vicissitudes, 
scattered abroad, wandering from country to country! 

The town of Strasburg can boast a Schiller, Scherz, and 
many other ornaments of their time; a proof that French 
domination has not destroyed the spring of German taste and 
intellect. 


Basle. 

Alsace, also, is a beautiful country. It is true there are few 
localities resembling those between Bonn and Bingen, but the 
scenery is agreeable, and the country fertile, sloping gently 
down from the mountains to the banks of the Rhine. The 
colour of the river is at Basle a most lovely emerald green, 
and particularly pleasing. 

The public collection of paintings by Holbein, in the 
town of Basle, give a deeper insight into the character of 
that master than his portraits, which, although very ex¬ 
cellent, are always in the same manner. His historical 
paintings are much more varied. A “ Last Supper,” of 
his early time, is like Dtirer, so also are many of the 
sketches. Another “ Last Supper” resembles Titian, and 
is rather like the “Pilgrims of Emmaus.” Eight small 
pictures, representing the “ Passion of our Lord,”, are very 
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pleasUig, from the vivid contrast produced by a brilliant 
illumination and deep, heavy masses of shadow. Ibe body 
of the Redeemer, extended, pale, and suffering, reminds me 
rather of Correggio’s treatment of such subjects. In short, 
great variety is apparent in these historical compositions, and 
a close approximation to that Italian manner, which Durer, 
on the other hand, was always so studious to avoid. 

There is no picture in this collection at all comparable 
with the magnificent composition at Dresden, in w^hich the 
burgomaster of Basle and his family are represented in devout 
prayer before the Virgin, and the Mother of God herself in 
wondrous humility and beauty, as queen of heaven. This 
appears to me the crown and flower of all Holbein’s works. 
Besides the pictures already mentioned, there are two female 
portraits, of small size, drawn after the lifts, but with symbolic 
attributes, which, by the laboured blending of the carnations, 
and the artificial, undecided expression of the features, remind 
me of the portraits of Leonardo, rather than those of Holbein. 
A few pictures of the same kind enrich the Mechel collection 
at BaSle. Little now remains of the famous “ Dance of 
Death,” once painted on the walls of the Dominican cloisters 
in that town. 

The situation of the cathedral at Basle is majestic, and com¬ 
mands an extensive prospect, but the architecture is extremely 
clumsy, and far less decorj^ted than in the churches already 
noticed. 


Berne. 

Entering Switzerland from this side, where the mountains 
piled one upon the other, tower gradually higher and 
higher, its singular agriculture. Chalets, and the snowy i)eak8 
shining brightly in the sun-light, leave on the mind a sen¬ 
sation of pleasure and calm repose, which almost uncon¬ 
sciously excites a wish for such a home. This country wins 
our affection at the first glance, and w'e seem fully to com¬ 
prehend the home-sickness of its exiled children. 

Berne is certainly a fine city, and there are few towns 
to which 1 could give that appellation, in the sense which 1 
attach to it. Many may be well situated, and full of noble 
buildings, yet perhaps side by side with miserable hovels, 
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and often built in every possible style of architecture, as 
if to exemplify the various errors into which that art has 
been betrayed. Berne, on the contrary, is well and uni* 
formly built; the heavy stone arcades, the size of the town, 
and strength of the walls, the masses of rock around, the 
general style of the architecture, and the ancient cathedral, 
accord^ completely both with its situation and general cha* 
racter. The town appears like a mighty castle surrounded 
in the distance by lofty mountains, the impr^nable bul¬ 
warks of nature. 


Lake of Geneva. 

The character of the country is here completely altered, 
and the climate southern. How beautiful is the dark, restless^ 
cverchanging lake, covered with vessels, which, in the dis¬ 
tance, look with their spreading sails like birds, hovering in 
docks upon the surface of the water; beyond are the mountains 
of Savoy, the snow-capped Mont Blanc, and blooming valley 
of Chamouni, forming an exquisite picture. We Ulmost 
imagine ourselves in Italy, and are at least sensible of the 
vicinity of that lovely land. To me, especially, the warm greet¬ 
ings of friendship gave this favoured spot additional charms. 

The situation of Geneva, is very fine, though the town 
itself is sadly deficient in beautj. A certain taste is often 
apparent in the plan and construction of towns, which, 
though belonging neither to the German nor Italian style, is 
characteristic, and when skilfully employed may embellish 
the most unfavourable circumstances and situations. ' To 
some nations, liowever, the taste is denied; and hence we 
occasionally see the most splendid gifts of nature defaced 
and ruined by the mean and wretched works of human 
hands. No words can adequately describe the beauty of the 
Rlmne at Geneva; its dark blue waters are so transparent 
that, as it pursues its impetuous course, the smallest pebble 
may be discerned at any depth. How different in colour 
and character from the calm majestic Rhine, and yet how 
beautiful in its kind! Further on, its waters are disturbed 
by the influx of other streams, and the impression of beauty 
is completely destroyed when it readies the town, by the 
unsiglitly hovels which di.-!grace its banks. 
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'Lyons. 

Hills and valleys glided rapidly away, white Mont Blanc 
still reared its lofty snow-crowned head, and I, pondered '.oh 
the time when this majestic country belonged, together with 
the Burgundian dominions, to Germany; and when the 
ancient emperors, ^the Conrads and Fr^ericks, hdd their 
a§semblies of the states in Burgundian cities. 

The observations made on Geneva apply equally to Lyons: 
the town is as ugly as many of the worst parts of Paris; the 
streets, if possible, more narrow and dirty, and the architec¬ 
ture French. The climate appears more southerly than that 
of Geneva, which may perhaps arise from the difference of 
elevation. The trees were in full leaf, although it was the 
beginning of November, their foliage having but recently 
been renewed. 

In the collection of paintings, I was much pleased with a 
“ St. John the Evangelist,” and a “ Bishop,” by Perugino ; 
saintly figures, but merely isolated fragments tom from some 
grand composition : a small Flemish painting also, the Cru¬ 
cifixion, treated in the manner of Dfirer, but badly drawn, 
and somewhat rustic in character. How useless to art, in 
their present situation, are paintings such as these of 
Perugino. Paintings which, placed in their proper order 
and connexion, would he most‘ instructive, seen thus alone 
amongst a few modem wQ^'ks of but little value, and in a 
town rarely visited by foreign artists, are comparatively 
useless. 

cathedral at Lyons appears to be one of the most 
rude and heavy I have ever seen. 


Paris. 

The route from Lyons to Paris, through Auxerre and the 
Bourbonnais, is very uninteresting, flat, yet with a con¬ 
tinuous chain of little hills, that weary the traveller without 
breaking the monotony of the landscape. Probably the vast 
difference of climate in Germany and France is occasioned 
less by the more southern latitude of the former, than by 
the difference of elevation. France is almost entirely level, 
although there is a chain of lofty mountains in the south. 

It seems probable that the entire extent of the northern 
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countries of Europe rose at a comparatively recent period 
from the level of the sea, or possibly may at some period 
subsequent to its formation have been overwhelmed by the 
waters, as may be conjectured from the vast tracts of stmd 
existing, more especially in the interior of France. A 
slightly different impulse in the last greSt revolution of the 
waters might have completely changed the face of Europe: 
Spain would probably have been an island, like England; 
the greater part of France under water, and the aspect of 
Germany also greatly changed. This part of France is, 
however, decid^ly hilly. I'he mountains of Treves and 
the Rhine, the Vosges, Mount Jura, the Alps, the Bohemian, 
Silesian, and Saxon mountains, vrith the old Hartz further 
north, seem to enclose it like the protecting walls of a vast 
enceinte. In traversing the w’ide extent of country between 
Paris and Lyons, I remarked the diminutive stature of the 
people, probably the general badge of their Celtic lineage, 
and unsubdued even by the intermixture of the noble Ger¬ 
man race. Since ugliness seems to be the characteristic of 
this district, — that flat, inexprcvssive ugliness too which is 
most repulsive,—the region should be passed through as 
quickly as possible, or it will leave but an unfavourable im¬ 
pression of the human countenance. 

On returning to Paris, aftef an absence of any length of 
time, the aspect of affairs generally seems to have under¬ 
gone some change of more or less importance. When we 
quitted the capital, the oaths of the Federation were being 
administered, Moreau was in prison, the barriers were closed, 
and though every thing appeared tranquil, a general feeling 
of anxiety prevailed. Now, preparations for the coronation 
occupied every mind, the Pope was expected, and arrange¬ 
ments were on foot for a splendid festival, which probably 
appeared more brilliant in the columns of the Gazette than 
it w'as in reality. 

On revisiting the Library, I found there, among many 
learned novelties and scientific treatises, one on Gothic 
architecture, by an Englishman. How strangely must the 
brains of some individuals be organised! This writer 
imagines himself to have made an entirely novel discovery, 
in tracing the foliated tree-like form of Gothic architecture, 
the lofty avenue-like aisles, leafy vaulting, and the universal 

o 
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silnilitude of every port to the vegetable productionB of 
nature. Yet, instead of recognizing in this ^e love of na¬ 
tural beauties, which was undoubtedly the source whence ima¬ 
gination and fancy rose to perfection in the decorated period 
of ^thic art, he explains every thing materially, from the 
imitation of I knew not what existing objects; the rude 
efforts of savage industry, rustic cottages of interwoven 
osiers, basket-work of various kinds, and similar arbitrary 
suppositions. Some theorists have found the origin of 
Greek architecture and its highly artistic colonnades in 
the imitations of posts and logs of wood, fixed at sufficient 
depth in the earth and united by beams laid across; rude 
contrivances, suggested by the necessities of savage life: 
and because classic art has been thus reduced to a theory, it 
is imagined that a similar plan, if adopted, will throw light 
on the surprising originality of the Gfothic. Even could it 
be historically proved in any single instance that such an 
idea of imitation influenced any artist in making designs for 
som^ particular building, still tliis would scarcely prove that 
the original lofty meaning of the Gothic style came from 
the same source. Such instances of imitation appear rather 
to be deviations from the general pi-inciple, and we may rank 
as such a few specimens of medimval church architecture in 
England, which really seem <to belong to that class. The 
universal origin of Gothip art is so widely at variance with 
this idea, that no such theory can possibly be made appli¬ 
cable to it. In its earliest period, namely, that of the oldest 
Christian style, no traces exist of wicker-work, or bough- 
twined huts, and yet the later Romantic was formed en¬ 
tirely on the architecture of that period. Even when the 
fiat roof of the ancient Basilica was abandoned, its lofty 
domes and cupolas were still retaincvi, or the pointed north¬ 
ern roof fiattened into an arch ; it was thus that the grand 
transition was accomplished. The numerous clustering 
columns, and the attempt to raise the centre vaulting of the 
choir, high above the side aisles aiid arches adjoining, led 
first to the piercing of the roof, and then to the liigh pointed 
arch and windows; doorway and tower soon adopted the 
some aspiring form, thus making eacii distinct part enter 
into perfect harmony and symmetry, till the new Gothic style 
developed itself in full symbolic perfection. Its first elements 
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belong undoubtedly to tlie early Christian^ coupled with a 
boun^ess fancy, not shown in the floriation and modification 
of the side pillars alone, but diffused throughout the build¬ 
ing, and giving the highest elevation possible to the chief 
cupola, and the lofty vaulting of the choir. This twofold 
object—lofty elevation and variety of ornament—forms the 
le^ng feature in the late Go^ic, which is merely a high 
progressive development of that of the early epoch; for the 
whole luxuriance of foliated decorations springs from varied 
combinations of one simple type, the four-leaved rose or 
fiower-like trefoil. It is certainly impossible to trace the 
ongin of these foi*ras back to the bough-twined shepherds’ 
huts, but they were probably chosen at a very early period, 
and perhaps even without reference to the symbolic regu¬ 
larity of their form; it is, therefore, unnecessary to sup¬ 
pose any peculiar meaning was arbifaarily assigned them.* 

I was much gratified by an examination of the new apart¬ 
ments which had been opened in the Louvre during my ab¬ 
sence. Many of the paintings | 1 had already seen in the 


* ** The leading and predominant lines of Grecian and Roman architec¬ 
ture are all horizontal, and this principle continues to have conuderable 
sway in the Romanesque style. One result of the operation of this 
principle is, that the arch lines in this style are looked upon as having an 
analogy with the horizontal members. • * ♦ * • Wlien the pointed 
arch is adopted the arch line refers to ^he supporting pillar, not to the 
entablature; and considering it a continuation of tl>e pillar, we give it that 
cylindrical form which iinpllcs such an origin. • * • v # ^be 

pillars being thus conducted beyond the capital, we lose all perception of 
a limitation*of them in the direction of their length ; they may b^pro- 
duced in extent and diminished in thickness, as much as we choose. 
The capitals must be nt> longer so square as to stop them by a marked 
rectangular interruption: the common tendency of shafts to prolong 
themselves indefinitely ujiwards, makes it natural to place them in ooii*> 
tact, to form them into clusters, to combine them into groups ^t^d to take 
Up again in the arch mouldings the members of this group. And after 
tills has been done, the formation of those flexible and upward tending 
lines into the tracery of the roof, and all the varied forms of the richest 
Gothic work proceeds by a gradation which it is agreeable to trace, but 
unnecessary to detail.” — mitwtWs Arclntectural Note* on German 
ChvrcheSf p. 31. 

f See the 3rd Letter, and the commencement of the 4th Letter, on 
Christian Art. The following numbers refer to the Supplement k la 
Notice des Tableaux.” Musec Napol4on. An, xiil 
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restoring apartment, and as thej have been already de« 
scribed, I shall here notice only a few .among them. 

There are not many new paintings by Raphael, except a 
very vigorous portrait of Cardinal Bibiena (No. 1187.), and 
an “ Assumption of the Virgin”(No. 1180.), both however 
finished by his pui>iis II FaUore* and Giulio Romano. The 
latter composition is remarKable from the decided difference 
of treatment in the upper portion by II Fattore, and the lower 
attributed to Giulio Romano. 

The “ Triumph of Titus and Vespasian,’’ by Giulio Ro¬ 
mano (N 0 ..II 2 I.), of small dimensions, has little depth of 
feeling or severe intellectual correctness of design, bnt is 
painted with the almost Roman vigour and richness which 
characterise that master: his warlike and Roman bias are 
no less apparent in the “ Adoration of the Shepherds ” 
(No. 1112.). St. Longinus in full armour is introduced in 
a striking manner in the foreground, but the picture is not 
in other respects very remarkable. A “ Holy Family,” by 
Titian (No. 1126.), a half-length, with St. Stephen holding 
the palm-branch, is quite in that master’s earlier style, full 
of simple loveliness and beauty; the colouring is clear, as if 
only tinted, w'ith no studied theatrical expression, but vi¬ 
gorous, tranquil, and full of feeling. No. 1148. is a “ Holy 
Family,” with “ St. Anthony the Hermit,” by Palma Vecchio. 
This ma.ster is here quite Viniself, simple, lovely, and grace¬ 
ful ; a charming proof that a few painters, the Venetians 
especially, still remained true to their earlier simplicity and 
trutli, even after the reign of mannerism and affectation had 
commenced. A “ Holy Family,” with “ St. Sebastian,” by 
Giorgione (No. 1115.); light, simple, and powerful, but 
without the deep truth and science usually seen in that mas¬ 
ter’s compositions. There are besides several beautiful fe¬ 
male portraits by Titian, and others of the Venetian schooL 
The female portraits of that school are in general preferable, 
though perhaps equal in point of objective truth, to those of 
Holbein, from the freshness of the carnations, the splendour 
of the garments, and the animated expression of the coun¬ 
tenances. In portraits of men, however, Holbein is more 

• Jean Francois Penni, siimomm6 II Fattore, parcequ’il faisait lea 
afTaires domestiqueade Raphael d’Urbioo .—Ahrege dt la Vie dee Peintrei. 
Dresden, 1782. 
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than equal to them, on account of his greater individuality 
and solidity of execution. A portrait of Francis the First, 
by Titian, in which we scarcely feel the power of the mas-, 
ter’s hand, so completely is every other feeling absorbed in 
the repulsiveness of the countenance depicted. Neither the 
art of a Titian nor a Leonardo||K>uld make its ugliness en¬ 
durable, or give expression to t^ fat, stupid, malicious, and 
treacherous countenance, with its little blinking eyes: labour 
and skill must here be alike useless. 

The most valuable of these old pictures is a “ St. John 
the Baptist,” by Leonardo da Vinci; a half-length ; the pre¬ 
dominant tints bi’own, and the background dark brown. 
There is a noble ideality in the contour of the head, and 
the proud abundance of hair encircling the face, but a pure 
smile plays around the mouth, and imparts to the counte¬ 
nance that grace and loveliness for which all Leonardo's 
pictures are remarkable, and which afterwards became the 
rule and guide of“ the school of Correggio. What wonderful 
execution ! and how magnificently painted! The evanescent 
breath of the expression seems to liave been caught as it 
floated past, transferred at once to the canvas, and there 
worked out with just suflicient solidity to give it reality. 
When contemplating such pictures as those of Leonardo, we 
doubt the authenticity of nlhny which bear his name, and 
what till now' W'e had thought th» highest model of objective 
excellence in painting, sinks into comparative inferiority. 
Yet how closely does the highest perfection border upon 
degeneracy ! Although the works of Leonardo appeaa to 
be models of excellence, they contain the germ of that exag¬ 
gerated foreshortening, distortion, and other mannerisms 
which reigned in the school of hlichelangelo, on the one 
hand, and the chai-latanism of the chiaroscuro, and the af¬ 
fected grace of the Lombards on the other. Painters have 
been misled, not only by a false idea of nature and truth, by 
imitating the antique, and coi)ying forms and subjects not 
applicable to painting, but have even imbibed errors from 
the various theories of jtainting itself. I do not allude to 
those modern ideas, miscalled msthetic, which, being destitute 
of both foundation and connexion, can have very little in¬ 
fluence either for good or evil, but rather to old theories of 
art, of some of wliicii Leonardo may be considered the poi'ent. 
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The earliest of these theories related only to the mysteries 
of lineal perspective ; the next embraced chiaroscuro or the 
perpective of colouring, and foreshortening or the perspective 
of figures; but the evils ensuing are to be attributed less to 
errors which may have crept into the working out of such 
theories than to thfe undu0 elevation of subordinate parts 
and mere accessories, and the neglect and disregard of high 
essential principles, and that divine signification which 
alone makes beauty truly beautiful, and gives ideality to the 
ideal. When beauty and ideality are spoken of without due 
reference to that symbolic meaning, the opinions maintained 
are bat frivolous, scarcely more than empty repetitions of 
philosophical abstractions which, by genuine aesthetic writers, 
are little known or regarded. I shall notice, in conclusion, 
a picture by Perugino (No. 1167.), representing the mother 
of God in a glory of angels; St. Michael, St. John, St. Ca¬ 
therine, and St. Lucy stand below, praying with devout 
earnestness. The design is simple; but fervent devotion 
and heavenly love are represented with a radiant eflTulgence, 
to attain which should be the painter’s highest object. 

We thus found ourselves again in the modern capital of 
the world, as it is called, where social life whirls on in one 
unceasing round of pleasures and gaiety, beneath clouds of 
all-enveloping dust, till that element at length yields to the 
approach of winter, abandfining the well-known streets and 
thoroughfares to the no less agreeable dominion of heavy 
and unceasing rains. 

How completely is this modern world shut out from all 
sense of the beautiful I The glorious works of art and beauty 
now assembled in Paris are enclosed in a few salons which 
offer a solitary retreat from the bustle of the day, where the 
silent mind, seeking to foster and cherish its finer sensibilities, 
may muse alone and undisturbed. In actual life they have 
now no longer place; luxury is the all-absorbing deity that 
governs the hasty revolutions of the fieeting day, amid an 
universal irregularity of existence, buildings, garments, 
and the ornamental refinements of life, interrupted only by 
the fantastic caprice of ever-varying fashion Will it then 
be ever thus? will not art at length usurp the place of 
fashion, and thus ennoble and influence our social life, as it 
once did among the Greeks, and, at a modern period, during 
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the reign of Catholicism in the middle ages? One single 
step alone seems to divide our now wondering astonishment 
at artistic creations from the true conception of beauty, as 
it has been handed down to us from ancient times; but that 
step is of vital importance, inasmuch as it must free us from 
the absorbing and overpowering influe^ice of actual life. 
The painter may, indeed, seclu<fe himself like a hermit or 
a philosopher in his cell, independent of all around him, and 
undisturbed by the concerns of the passing moment, may 
embody in lofty compositions his peculiar genius and cha¬ 
racter ; but before any general reformation can be effected, 
it must be remembered that architecture is the basis and 
groundwork of all other imitative arts, and that no revival 
of art can take place until a grand improvement is seen in 
architectural designs, or till a more artistic style is adopted 
in our dwelling bouses and public buildings. The general 
absence of all correct style, at this period, leaves us no 
ground to rest upon. The romantic style of the middle ages 
may indeed be adopted in a few country houses, as in Eng¬ 
land, where these miniature copies are seen in abundance; 
the materials exist, but the idea alone is wanting. We may 
yet erect churches in the glorious style of old Christian 
architecture, as rich in decoration, and perhaps even more 
beautifully executed than those of other days; but the 
spirit of the times leads rather to tlie desecration and neglect 
of all the ancient houses of God than to incurring the ex¬ 
pense and labour of building and endowing others. 

The remembrance of the glorious times of old, and the 
hope of a richer future, are all the present can give totirt; 
but dwelling with these thoughts, apart from external in¬ 
fluences, the knowI(‘dge of the beautiful may yet be guarded 
in some faithful hearts, and though no living chords may 
now respond to their’s, time must at length give a new im¬ 
pulse to the soul, and sublimity and beauty once more be¬ 
come attainable. 


o 4 
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In attentively perusing the Decameron, we not only admire 
the great versatility of the author's genius, combined as it is 
with an expert and decided hand in the management of details, 
but discover, besides a certain fixed design in plan and ar¬ 
rangement, a distinctly conceived and general ideality, framed 
and executed with judgmerft and intelligence. Where such 
clear intelligence is combined with an instinctive power over 
the mechanism of a work (this latter quality is frequently 
but Incorrectly termed genius), the glorious apparition called 
art, which we venerate and welcome as a stranger visitant 
descending from loftier regions, springs at once into ex¬ 
istence. Art is a created as well as a <!ieative f)ower, and 
under either aspect constitutes perfect organism. The artist, 
whose imagination dictates, or whose hand creates, has a 
personal history and characteristics of his own, which, as 
embodied in his works, it is the true province of the science 
called criticism to discover and define; a science, however, 
which is as yet in its infancy. 

The origin of the tiling created may justly be regarded as 
of paramount importance, and w’ill indeed form the highest 
point of interest to all whose minds are sufficiently enlarged 
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to grasp the idea in its integrity, and comprehend that most 
glorious beauty which is ever one with truth. 

Trifling as my present uncfertaking may appear to those 
who conceive that grandeur exists only in broad regular 
masses, there is, I am persuaded, nothing either insignificant 
or unimportant in thus pourtraying the <;haracteristic pecu¬ 
liarities of an original genius, tracing the circumstances of 
his life, repeated, as it were, jn the creations of his fancy, 
and impeding or promoting the development of his intel¬ 
lectual views. I shall make no attempt to conceal the points 
in which the genius of Boccaccio has failed in the accomplish* 
ment of its object, since even those failures are of value, as the 
necessary steps of approximation to what alone is true and 
perfect, and indicate the loftier eminence, which but for some 
imperfections of manner or arrangement he might have at¬ 
tained ; in fact, a poet’s genius is often as fully displayed and 
confirmed by his unsuccessful efibrts, as in the most tri¬ 
umphant of his works. 

In those works of Boccaccio which are generally and almost 
exclusively read, I trace a lofty poetic feeling, an artistic 
skill in design, grouping, and the characters and personages 
introduced, and am thus the more easily induced to study 
such compositions us are comparatively litlle known, believ¬ 
ing that they also will bear wjtiiess to the touch of genius. 

With the single itxception of the Teseide, I have, I be¬ 
lieve, procured every work mentioned by Marini, the com¬ 
mentator of the Decameron, althougli many of these are 
among the rarest treasures of literature.* There may very 
possibly be others still extant in Italian libraries, but tfiis 
I have had no opportunity of ascertaining, neither have 
I been able to compare many difl’erent editions, nor to consult 
such literary and historical collections as might have given 
me information regarding them. My observations must, 
therefore, bo confined entirely to the peculiar character of 
each work, as this is, in my estimation, the most important 
point to be considered. 

Tlie works of Boccaccio being numerous, and many, as I 
have liefore stated, sullicicntly rare, a succinct account of 
those with which I am acquainted can scarcely fail to afford 

I am indebted to the oliliging consideration of the Dresticn librarian 
for iny acquaintance with two of tliu rarest, the Urltano and the Amorosa 
Visione. 
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gratification to all true lovers of poetry; and as either from 
motives of curiosity, or for my own pleasure, I have read all 
through, once at least, and many of the best more frequently, 
I may thus make the time expended on their perusal as far 
as is possible of general use. 

My own opinion of the genius and artistic feeling of 
Boccaccio will not perhaps be considered an unwelcome ad-' 
dition. Some of my readers may be induced to give a more 
favourable reception to those works of our poet which in 
general are least known and valued, if reminded that among 
the neglected works of Cervantes a Numantia is known to 
exist, and that many of the youthful compositions of Shaks- 
peare have been, not merely neglected, but absolutely re¬ 
jected. The simple reason is, that they ore too far above 
the comprehension of ordinary minds to be appreciated by 
them, and when such persons presume to judge a poet, of 
whom they are unworthy even to speak, their criticism is 
unavoidably both captious and superficial, since, far from 
penetrating the full depth of his intention, they cannot even 
form the slightest conception of his meaning. Should the 
correctness of this analogy be disputed, it must at least be 
acknowledged that one work of any prolific author may, 
from certain favourable circumstances, obtain so great a pre¬ 
ference above others that the- latter, in the course of a few 
centuries, sink into total pblivion; still this popularity does 
not necessarily infer superior merit in the favoured work, 
and the authority of false critics, who arm themselves to 
censure and condemn, without historical science, or even a 
feeling for truth and beauty, is still less conclusive. 

Any erroneous opinion once embraced by men of this 
stamp is repeated almost in the same words, and transmitted 
from generation to generation, perhaps for a thousand years. 
As, for example, tlie commonplace assertion that “a good 
orator can never be a poet.” The prose writings of Boccaccio 
are most highly esteemed in Italy, and it is, therefore, sup¬ 
posed that this profound aphorism may with justice be applied 
to him. 

I could not have acquiesced in the justice of this opinion 
even when I had read only the Decameron, for an author 
who is capable of writing lyric poetry with so much ease and 
grace as Boccaccio has done in the framework of that splen¬ 
did work, must be endowed with a decided talent for poetry. 
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The truth or incorrectness of such an assertion will be best 
ascertained by further investigation. 

Before going through the whole series of poems, it will, for 
many reasons, be advisable to give a slight abstract of the 
poet’s life and history. 

Boccaccio flourished at the period of the revival of Italian 
literature; when poetry had reached the zenith of its bloom, 
and the poems and tales of French and Provencal writers, 
either in the original language, or by means of translations 
and imitations, formed the favourite literature of the higher 
classes throughout all Europe. He was born in. the year 
1313, eight years before the death of Dante, and nine years 
later than Petrarch; his own <leath happened in 1374, in the 
same year as that of Petrarch. 

He lived for his art alone, and even in early youth broke 
through the bonds in which his friends would have confined 
him, and spumed the citizendike happiness a commercial 
life might have procured. His worldly position was conse¬ 
quently uncertain, and his circumstances generally poor; still 
he was employed by the Florentines on several important 
embassies, but appears to have been less highly favoured 
by the princes and nobles of his time tli^n his illustrious 
contemporary Petrarch. As a lover, he offers a complete 
contrast to the sentimental tenderness of the great sonnet 
writer, and yet it may be most ti;ply said of him that be 
lived for love alone. Remarkably handsome and well formed, 
he frequently recurs to this circumstance as if with pleasure, 
yet not so much from effeminate vanity as in the recollection 
of a youth agreeably spent. In his temperament a poweriul 
tendency to voluptuousness w'as combined with a just and 
true estimation of the worth, character, and natural dispo¬ 
sition of the object beloved. Notwithstanding his variable 
susceptibility, he failed not to exalt one object pre-eminently 
above all others; to her he gave the name of Fiammetta, 
and her character, the daring ardour of which is well ex¬ 
pressed by that name, seems fully to have corresponded with 
his own, and with the boldness which first gained him favour 
in her eyes. Her true name was Maria; she was the natural 
daughter of King Robert of Naples, herself married to a man 
of rank, and the sister and friend of Joanna of Naples, whose 
unhappy fate she shared. 
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It was in Naples tliat Boccaccio first met Maria, and the 
influence of that luxurious region, heightened by the first 
impulses of youthful passion, had n powerful influence in 
developing the poetry of liis delicate and sensitive tempera-* 
ment. M^y of his earlier poems wei*e written at the request 
of Maria; all havo for their theme that beloved one, to whom 
in manhood, when long years had passed since the brief season 
of their happiness, he devoted a noble monument of love and 
poetic talent. 

In considering the earlier works of Boccaccio, I shall first 
mention the Teseide and the Filostrato, and it should be 
remembered that all his compositions, even when no par¬ 
ticular date is attached to them, bear sufficient internal 
evidence of their proper chronological order, in contem¬ 
porary allusions, or historical circumstances; should the 
style of the work also be taken into consideration in fixing 
the period of its production, the difference between his earlier 
experiments and later works is so striking that each may 
without hesitation be assigned to its proper epoch. 

The Filostrato, a romantic epic poem in stanzas {pttava 
tima), relates the modest history of the loves of the good 
Troilus and the virtuous Cressida, with the friendly in- 
tei'vention of the noble Pandarus, from whose character, ns 
drawn by Shakspeare, every»friend who lends his aid in 
promoting the happiness»of lovers is called Pandarus, the 
name of the good Trojan having thus passed into a proverb, 
Shakspeare’s treatment of this subject in his well-known 
drjjma* is generally considered somewhat different from that 

• “ Troilus mid Cressida is the only piny of Shakspeare which he 
allowed to be printed without being previously represented. It seems 
as if he here for once wished, without caring fur theatrical effect, to sa¬ 
tisfy the nicety of his peculiar wit, and the inclination to a certain guile, 
if I may say so, in the characterization. Tlie whole is one continued 
irony of that crown of heroic tales, the talc of Troy. The contemptible 
nature of the origin of the Trojan war, the laziness and discord with 
which it was carried on, so that the siege was made to last ten years, are 
only placed in a clearer light liy the noble descriptions, the sage and in¬ 
genious maxims with which the work overflows, and the high ideas which 
the heroes entertain of tliemsclves and each other. Agamemnon’s stately 
liehaviour, Menclaus’ irritation, Nestor’s experience, Ulysses' cunning, 
are all productive of no effect; when they have at last arranged a single 
combat between tlie coarse braggart Ajax and Hector, the latter will not 
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of Boccaccio, yet the character of the tale is very nearly tlje 
same, in the first part especially. Both are remarkable for 
a subdued vein of irony, well sustained throughout, and 
accompanied by a certain delicate and refined humour. It 
is a tale, and yet nothing seems to happen; numerous ar¬ 
rangements and preparations are made, yet there is neither 
movement nor action; long conversations are held, full of 
heroic sentiments, finely expressed, yet all apparently lead 
to nothing. Still the very folly is amusing, and the ironical 
humour, the contrast between the grandeur of the language, 
inflated even to pomposity, and the roguishness concealed 
under it, has a peculiar charm. This refined grotesque is 
most conspicuous ir Boccaccio, I'rora the peculiar descriptive¬ 
ness of the Italian language; but the wild and tragic catas¬ 
trophe, so suddenly introduced at the termination, which in 
Boccaccio appears tame and unmeaning, is treated far more 
eflectively by Shakspeare. 

The language and versification arc easy and unstudied } 
clear, flowing, and very agreeable, though not highly artistic 
in construction. One need not be an Italian to discover that 
the stanzas of Tasso and those of Ariosto, ^even when most 
careless and unstudied, are far more artistic. Yet I doubt 
whether the exceeding grace of the one, or the classic ele¬ 
gance of the other, could ever have produced this character¬ 
istic style of versification. May tjjiere not be instances in 
which the poet, with the highest image of perfection in his 
mind, and within Lis grasp, yet voluntarily returns to the 

iiji'ht in good earnest, as Ajax is his cousin. Achilles is treated worst; 
after having long stretched himself out in arrogant idleness and passed his 
time in the company of Thersites the buffoon, he falls upon Hector at a 
moment when he is defenceless, and kills him hy means of his Myrmidons. 
In all this let no man conceive that any indignity was intended to the 
venerable Hotner. Shakspeare had not the Iliad before him, but the 
chivalrous romances of the Trojan war, derived from Dares Ftirygius. 

• * • * In a word, in this heroic comedy, where, from traditional 

fame and the pomp of poetry, everything seems to lay claim to admiration, 
Shakspeare did not wish that any room should he left, except, perhaps, in 
the character of Hector, for esteem and sympathy; but in this double 
meaning of the picture he has afibrded us the most choice entertain¬ 
ment.”— A, von Sc/degcl's Dramatic Literature, p. 419. [Although A. 
von Schlegel does not trace the origin of this play back to the Filostrato 
of Boccaccio, his opinion of it seems singularly in harmony with that of 
our author.—Traas.J 
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lively carelessness of his first experiments, concealing the 
main spirit of the work under the exterior garb of Pai'ody ? 
Whoever has read this delightful little poem, at a favourable 
moment, will certainly not desire to see any alteration in it. 
The versification, too, independently of its apprq>riateness 
to the subject, claims the merit of haring rendered peculiar 
service to the art; for it may be confidently asserted that 
Bojardo, whose stanzas are almost equal in beauty to those 
of Ariosto, and certainly cannot have been copied from 
Pulci, was greatly indebted to his study of Boccaccio; the 
latter should therefore be considered the earliest master of 
that form of verse, although he may not, perhaps, be abso¬ 
lutely entitled to the honour of inventing it. These observa¬ 
tions refer to the Italian stanza alone ; in Proven 9 al poetry 
it was adopted much earlier, and even in Italy, although the 
superior popularity of this work has given it the prefei-ence 
above others, it is not possible, by any fixed date of day or 
year, to decide which is chronologically the first. 

It becomes then impossible to deny our author the gift of 
poetic genius, and to pronounce his attempts utterly value¬ 
less would immediately compel us to deny the merit of 
many other Italian poets, and assert that Petrarch alone ever 
succeeded in bringing rhyme and metre to perfection. Al¬ 
though some of the poems of Cervantes are constructed with 
considerable artistic sk^ll, still they are but few in number, 
and forming our judgment in proportion to the rank assigned 
to Boccaccio, the admired versification of Ariosto at least, if 
not of Tasso also, will scarcely be allowed the name of poetry, 
and shrink into the mere triumph of mechanical skill. It 
must, however, be admitted that the construction of the 
stanza is far from perfect, and this makes it more difficult to 
estimate the precise importance of the service Boccaccio has 
rendered to poetry ; still, even the formation of the stanza, 
however imperfect, cannot be passed over as of slight import¬ 
ance. 

If it be thus possible, by refined and intellectual fancy, 
combined with gaiety and social mirth, to transplant into the 
sphere of heroic antiquity the ideas and manners of modern 
times, clothing them in the garb of rhyme and connecting with 
them the name of some far-famed classic hero, — a fiction, in 
which the principal events of the history itself are invented, 
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and though in antique, conventional costume, are )ret mo> 
dem in spirit and sense, must offer by far the most favourable 
subject for such an attempt. The entire poem forms a 
parody, and in the details gives great scope to the imagina¬ 
tion, whilst the florid abundance of ornament preserves the 
poet from falling entirely into travestie* These oonsiderar 
tions lead us to expect in the Teaeide an unusual degree of 
excellence; it is a romantic poem in ottava rima, giving the 
history of certain love passages between two Theban war¬ 
riors of the time of Theseus, Palemon and Arcite, and 
£milia, the sister of that king. Of this 1 have seen on^ 
one copy, a bad prose version, edited by Granucci, in the 
latter part of the sixteenth century. It is scarcely possible, 
in such a version, to discover the character of the fable. It 
becomes a little more intelligible under the treatment of 
Chaucer, who has succeeded in catching the silent, but ex¬ 
pressive irony of the original, particularly at the conclusion. 
In that part where Emilia, having duly mourned the death 
of one knight, immediately con.sent3 to a union with the 
other. This tale is characterised by a great and almost in¬ 
credible degree of simplicity and ingenuousness. Many 
stories of a similar kind have been transmitted to us from 
the good old times, but we rarely meet with any so com¬ 
pletely rustic as this. The events and their progress are the 
same in Chaucer as in Granucci, J)ut the latter briefly men¬ 
tions several characters, some allegorical, and others mere 
creatures of fancy, who, in Chaucer, are altogether omitted,— 
a proof of the rich development of Boccaccio’s powers. Gyan- 
ucci also mentions, among the parts which in his ignojrance he 
believed it expedient to retrench, many poetical fictions and 
Theban histories, borrowed from Statius. This circumstance 
indicates a marked. difference between the Teseide and the 
hilostrato, which we should otherwise have expected to find 
very similar. It must have been highly esteemed long after 
the death of its author, since it was translated into Greek, as 
well as the history of Florio and Biancafiore and the Pastor 
Fido of Guarini. Boccaccio himself refers to it in his 
Decameron, where, in one of the interludes, it is said that 
Dioneo and Fiammetta sang the history of Palemon and 
Arcite. 

The “ Filopono,” which is a prose romance of some length. 
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iaeWfSit^ of yarious favourite histories of the middle sges^ 
ect^ approprifttelj take the next place; it has been traus* 
latea iiiito Spo^sh and German. In reading the Ameto, of 
shall pre,sently speak, we are strongly inclined to 
l^ard it^ the earliest prose romance of our poet; |ts ex¬ 
ecrated constrained manner seems to stamp it so strongly 
Jh.the character of a firet attempt; it is, however, clearly 
»n’/bj|^ comparing the allegortcal episode in Filopono with 
le per^al allusions of the Ameto, that the latter belongs 
‘to a subsequent period. The Filopono resembles the Ameto, 
not in style alone, but also in the interlocution and the gene¬ 
ral treatment of the dialogue, which appears to be imitated 
with great vigour and energy from ^iat of the Latin classic 
authors, ^liere is, certainly, a striking contrast between the 
childish simplicity of this romantic fable and the studied 
' manner of Filopono ; we recognise, also, a propensity for 
combining things which in themselves are naturally dis¬ 
cordant ; as, for example, in the opening of the work, where 
Catholic ideas and opinions are clothed in the symbolism 
and language of classic mythology; Juno personifies St. 
Mary, Pluto Satan, &c. &c.: in the conclusion of the ro¬ 
mance, written ^ome years later, when Florio is described as 
embracing Christianity, he is made to abjure all heathen 
divinities, and more particularly the gods of Greece. This 
romance, however, has mQ;''e the character of a first trial or 
experiment, than an entire and finished work. It may be 
described, in few words, as nn attempt to elevate a simple 
romance into an heroic poem» a very worthy object, and a 
field in which the poet lias few fellow labourers, except in 
one single instance, the “ Persiles ” of Cervantes, which is 
far more grandly conceived and more happily executed. 
This is my opinion of the “ Filopono/' yet it cannot be de¬ 
nied that the original fiction is much defaced if not entirely 
ruined. 

The story of “ Florio and Biancafiore,” on which that tale 
was originally founded, is still extant in, a German work, 
imitated from ^e French of Robert of Orleans* by an 


* These poems stand first in two volumes of the Myllerischen colteo- 
' tion, and they ere learnedly criticised in Eschinburg’s Memorials of old 
German Poetry. Another ix>etical version of this romantic talc has since 
oppeared. 
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gether and instructed in p^try and aU elegant a|BCO] 
ments; their childish ase(Aion ripens 'tmcoiucftliatly &ri# 
lore, they cling t6 earii other with all the ferredfc gti^iS* 
lead sincerity of yputh. Slie oW king,^displeased 
mutual attachment, sends his'•son to Ifeutua, and th|s iheil 
sure promhg tneffectual, afterwards sells Bianci^bre ^ a, 
stranger, who carries her to the court of ihe Sultan of 
Babylon; here, as would naturally be expected, her rard 
beauty leads to her confinement strong fortress, gnaidai 
by a cruel warder. Fldllo, returning home too lg|e, is tdhl 
that she is dead, and on being shown the splendid tomb 
erected by the old king to give colour to his dec^ion,'*ai>att’> 
dons himself to the most passionate grief. His member «C 
length reveals the truth to him, and he suddenly departs in 
quest of his beloved.* ' He soon happily succeeds in findii^ 
Biancafiore, and lives with her in couched love and har¬ 
ness, till being one day discovered with Biancafiore arieep 
in his arms, both are seized, cruelly bound, and led to exe¬ 
cution. The sultan, touched by the spectacle of their resist¬ 
less love and generous self-devotion, grants them life^ and 
not only pardons Florio, but makes him his friend, and com¬ 
mands a splendid wedding banqnot to' be prepared. Mes¬ 
sengers unexpectedly arrive during the feast, who bring 
Florio intelligence of hia* father’s death, and urge hhn to 
retnm immediately, and ascend the throne of the deceased' 
king. In conclusion Florio becomes a Christian, and lives 


* In Boccaccio’s version, Florio takes the name of Filopono, in referw 
dice to the hardships he so willingly undergoes, and which indeed he' 
welcomes as most accordant witli the burden uf sorrow imposed upon 
his heart. The part in which this circumstance is mentioned can haraly 
be considered spiiiious, and it appeara therefore to clear up the dispote 
concerning the name of the book, which has been corrupted into " Filo- 
colo,”' and then into “ Filocalo,” as if derived from the Greek word itahot, 
fact that the synonjme of the Greek name Filopono already exists 
in Caleone militates strongly against the adoption of Filocolo. Flara- 
metta’s lover is named Caleone in our author's earlier poems; in*the 
later, Pamphilo. 


Called by Sisinondi Filocopo. 
P 
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long and happily with Biancafiore, who in her thirty-first 
year gives birth to a daughter named Beitha, the same who 
subsequently became the wife of Pepin, and mother of Charle¬ 
magne, the most illustrious sovereign that ever reigned; 
and finally, being a hundred years of age, both die on the 
same day, and ai% laid in one grave. There are many 
striking features in the minor details, as, for instance, 
Florio’s being conveyed into the seraglio concealed in a 
basket of roses, and his taking advantage of the cruel 
warder’s taste for chess-playing to soften his rugged temper 
and win him to gentleness and indulgence. The tale forms, 
on the whole, a very lovely and tranquil romance, of great 
simplicity and beauty, with few incidents and but little dra¬ 
matic action, and requiring to be narrated without any mere¬ 
tricious ornaments or allurements. How remarkable is the 
contrast between this simple fiction and the classical style 
adopted by Boccaccio, the numerous inferior personages and 
events introduced, the prolixity which naturally ensues, and 
finally the crowd of allegorical episodes! 

One of the most prolix of these episodes is nevertheless very 
curious and interesting, as it appears to contain the germ of 
the Decameron. It describes a society of persons who 
amuse themselves, in the old romantic manner, with discuss¬ 
ing subtle questions or topics relating to love, —“ Questions 
d’amonr,” as they are called: both question and answer 
being usually given in the form of some slight but appro¬ 
priate tale. In this romance also, as may well be supposed, 
we recognise Fiammetta. Boccaccio’s descriptions of feminine 
persons and attire arc always superlatively excellent; here 

* ** Filocopo, certo tal nome assai mcgllo ch* ulcun altro mi si conli^ 
et la ragion pcrche, la vl dico. Filocopo e da dui grcci nomi cuposto, da 
philos, ct da copos, philos In greco tato utne a dire in nostra lingua 
quato amstore, et copos in greco similmente tato in nostra lingua 
rcaulta quato fatica, onde cogiunto iiisleme, si po dire, amntor di fatica, 
et in cui piii che in me fatiche d* amore siano al presente no so . . • • • 
Piacque a tutti 1* auiso di Florio, et lo niiovo nome, e cosi disscro da 
queir hora innazi chiamarlo indno a tanto che la loro fatica terminata 
fosse con gratioso adeplnieto del loro dislo/’ (From li Filocopo, libro 
quarto, published at Venice, 1575.)— Trans, 

Florio aggiunge a Napoli, dove raccolto dalla Fiammetta e da 
Galeone^ nome finto del Boccaccio, e da loro notabilmente intratenuto.** 
{FihcopOf Ubro quinto, p, 186.)— Trana. 
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he especially extols her dork brilliant eyes, and describes 
the impression they produced upon his heart. 

An author is not always the most competent judge of the 
value of his own compositions, and it frequently happens 
that a work may be most decidedly unsuccessful, without his 
being in any degree aware of the failui^. He alone con 
appreciate the grandeur of his aim, the earnest struggle of 
his genius, and thus is frequently led to attach peculiar 
value to a favourite production, and judging it from his own 
standard, to estimate it far too highly. It seems, therefore, 
quite possible that Boccaccio himself may have valued the 
Filopono very highly, preferring it even to the Decameron: 
he certainly bestowed infinitely more labour upon it than on 
the latter. 

The subjects introduced as episodes into the Filopono form 
the sole contents of the Ameto, which is an allegorical 
romance throughout. It is founded on the circumstance of 
a rude shepherd hind being elevated and ennobled by the 
creative power of love, and is related in the usual style of 
such pastoral tales. The manner of this transformation, 
however, is no further developed; the chief portion of the 
interest being sustained by seven women, whose persons and 
attire are elaborately described. Each of these women gives 
in turn an account of her family and descent, her fate in 
life, and especially the history of bar first and earliest love, 
concluding with a hymn in terza rima, addressed to some 
goddess of antiquity. Ameto himself is merely a silent 
spectator. The incidents in the tale are few and unconnected, 
and the book opens and concludes with a few general obser¬ 
vations on the pa.s8ion of love. Still there is an indi\ idual 
truth in the histories related, which stamps each character 
with reality, and would alone, without any previous informa¬ 
tion, convince the reader that the poet intended to describe 
his own personal friends. All, however, finally fade into 
allegory, and are made to personity the four earthly and 
three heavenly virtues. The histories are clothed in the 
garb of mythology, and Catholic ideas are presented under 
this old mythical language, ns in the opening of Filopono. 
The family and descent of each lady is dwelt upon as of 
great importance, and wlierever it is possible, a history of 
her native country or city is siiperadded. Both in style and 
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language it strongly resembles the most valuable histories of 
the ancients. The characteristic features, above noticed, will 
convey some idea of the unusual construction of this romance. 
The form of the verse is irregular, and the periods confused; 
it wants the graceful vivacity of his sonnets and canzonets, 
and although treating entirely of classical subjects in antique 
language and imagery, is very deficient in vigour and inter¬ 
est, and appears in general tame and insipid The prose, 
on the contrary, is admirable, and in some parts incomparably 
beautiful. Many of the tales would bear comparison in point 
of style with the best in the Decameron. The character of 
Dionec is, perhaps, the most striking among those of the 
lovers here portrayed, and the peculiar decision and par¬ 
tiality with which it is drawn, will stamp it indelibly on the 
mind of every reader. In describing the persons and appro¬ 
priate allegorical attire of the women, Boccaccio has almost 
surpassed himself. It would be difficult in any other romantic 
poet, Cervantes alone excepted, to find descriptions of attire 
at all comparable to these, from the rich painter-like skill 
with which they are imagined. 

It will be easily supposed that Fiammetta is not absent 
from this company of noble and lovely dames: she personi¬ 
fies Hope, and is described as clad in green robes, with a 
bow and arrow in her hand; her head-dress is of gold and 
pearls, surmounted by a gai-land of red and white roses. She 
relates the daring boldness through which her lover won her 
favour. Though far beneath her in birth and station, they 
had frequently met and conversed, but never alone, nor had 
he ever had an opportunity of declaring his passion, until 
once, during the absence of her husband, he found means to 
conceal himself in her apartment, armed only with a dagger 
and his own dauntless spirit; then discovering himself to 
her, he revealed his love, tlie history of its origin and growth, 
declaring that should she refuse to listen to him he was 
firmly resolved to die by his own hand, and in her presence. 
Their conversation, Fiammctta’s astonishment and secret 
emotion ; his earnest, irresistible pleadings,—all are depicted 
with such vivid truth and glowing eloquence, that we feel no 
surprise when the ardour of his impassioned affection at 
length triumphs over every obstacle. Boccaccio has intro¬ 
duced this same adventure, with some slight alterations, into 
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another of his tales^ and irequentlj recurs to it with evident 
pleasure and delight. 

A date in the story of Emilia proves the Ameto to have 
been written later than the year 1340; it must therefore be 
numbered among the latest youthful efforts of our poet. 
Leah seems from her position to be the chief personage 
among the seven: she personifies Faith, and is already known 
by Dante having made her the symbol of Contemplation. * 

The symbolism of Dante exercised as powerful an influence 
on Boccaccio as on Petrarch, drawing both poets completely 
out of their own proper sphere. To the unhappy operation 
of this reverence for a as^rior but dissimilar genius, we owe 
the “ Amorosa Yisione ^ a poem in terza rima, containing 
merely a simple allegory of happiness and love, into which 
nearly all the erotic poetry of the ancients is interwoven; 
but this treatment does not produce the effect of novelty, and 
rather justifies the unfavourable opinion usually entertained 
of Boccaccio’s poetical talent. If the Trionfi of Petrarch be 
considered as on unsuccessful imitation, what can be said of 
the Yisione, ranking as it does so far below the Trionfi ? it is, 
indeed, the only work of Boccaccio’s which it cost me great 
determination and self-command to read to the end. Most of 
the allegorical personages mentioned in the Ameto, and with 
whom we are already acquainted, are repeated here. One 
surprisingly ingenious contrivance deserves notice: the 
initial letters of each tezzetto, throughout tlie poem, form a 
kind of preface, consisting of two sonnets to Fiammetta, and 
one canzonet, addressed to the reader. 

The Decameron ranks first among the productions of 
Boccaccio’s manhood, both from its internal character, and the 
period at which it was written; the first part appeared in 
1355, at which time Boccaccio was forty years of age. 'The 
plot is an imitation of the Urbano: in the latter romance 
numerous unfortunate fatalities occur, ending in a satisfac¬ 
tory adjustment and general happiness. The treatment 
resembles that of the grand serious novels in the Decame¬ 
ron, except that the Urbano is somewhat more developed, 
and ought therefore to gain rather than lose by the compari- 

* Venturi, in his notes on Dante, canto second, explains Rachel to be 
the symbol of contemplative, and Leah of active life; the prototypes ^ 
Alary and Martha in the New Testament* — Trana* 
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BOH. We might question whether our author intended to com¬ 
mence with one single experiment before treating the great 
mass of his novels, or designed and carried out at once his 
general outline to develope it more fully afterwards. Tbe 
former supposition appears the most probable, as in the latter 
case the difference, in details would have been more striking, 
and the design itself more remarkable in scope. I should 
rather cite the Ninfale Fiesolano as an instance of one single 
story worked up into an independent tale of poetic form, em¬ 
bracing the favourite cycle of mythological ideas and costume, 
an<i I am confirmed in this opinion, by the fact that the story of 
Africo and Menzola may clearly be recognised as forming the 
groundwork of the Ninfale. It is a long and pleasing poem, 
vigorous and animated; the only example to be found of a 
versified novel, or a romantic epic poem in such small com¬ 
pass. Boccaccio here confirms by his example what Cervantes 
and Shakspeare have already proved ; that a single original 
subject may be rendered sufficiently interesting, and that it 
is not necessary to combine a whole Flora of tales into a 
romantic banquet or symposium; yet, in the Decameron 
this is so beautifully done, that it seems to stand above the 
restraint of all ordinary rules, an enduring example for suc¬ 
ceeding authors. The language of this poem has more free¬ 
dom atid elevation than usual, yet the stanza retains all its 
original grace and vivac^y. We might even compare it to 
the jtoetical style of Poliziano, in those famous stanzas of his 
from which Ariosto learned so much for his own versification: 
the free flight and antique vigour of the style are unrivalled 
in later Italian poetry. 

The “Labyrinth of Love, or the Scourge,” appeared, as 
we judge from a certain indication in the body of the work, 
nearly at the sanje time as the “ Decameron.” The plot is 
well contrived, and the style excellent; yet the peculiar 
favour with which this work has been regarded may be partly 
attributed to the circumstance that it is, as announced by 
the title, a sufficiently decided satire on the female sex. It 
is mentioned under this title ns a most famous book, and in¬ 
troduced, among other old poems, in the Spanish Can 9 ionero. 
The author, speaking in the poem in his own person, re¬ 
lates, that having been unfortunate in love, and even scorn¬ 
fully rejected by tbe object of his passion, he had formed 
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the design of destroying liimself: his internal conflict, and 
long meditations and reflections are fully described, till at 
length he becomes so far tranquillised, that he resolves 
again to enter the society of his fellows and taste the plea* 
sures of social existence. Still further sdbthed by this de¬ 
termination, he once more sleeps calmly, and sees a vision, 
from which, as may easily be imagined, the poem takes its 
title, “ The Labyrinth of Love.” In his vision, he meets 
with an aged man, no mythical figure, but, on the con¬ 
trary, the deceased husband of the scornful lady. The old 
man has no ideal notions of woman-worth, and gives the 
lover so ample and detailed an account of all the imperfec¬ 
tions, physical and mental, with which the lady of his love 
is burdened, that his passion is elfectually subdued, and him¬ 
self restored to reason. General invectives against the sex 
appear to be necessary accompaniments of the subject; yet 
personal revenge, of which Boccaccio, under such circum¬ 
stances was undoubtedly very susceptible, had probably the 
greatest share in its origin. 

Boccaccio’s “ Life of Dante ” is extremely valuable, not 
only as a memoir of that great poet, but from the manly 
eloquence of the style; it must not, hoVever, be judged 
simply as biography, since it w'as rather a discourse ad¬ 
dressed to the Florentines, an apology or defence of thmr 
exiled poet. That it accoinplishotl its object is best proved 
by the fact, that Boccaccio was afterwards retained by the 
republic to give lectures on the works of Dante. 

Boccaccio’s general opinion of Dante is somewhat remark¬ 
able. He holds his poetry to be the material veil, the 
earthly garb enveloping things invisible and divine, and 
therefore considers it a kind of Tlieology, more intelligible 
and pleasing than the science to which that name is usually 
given. Yet Boccaccio certainly does not understand the 
term Allegory in the same lofty sense which his acquaint¬ 
ance with the ancients, and with Dante himself, would lead 
us to expect; but rather indicates by this title the empty 
symbolic discourses of mere teachers of morality. Still the 
old idea of poetry, as conceived by Boccaccio, is indeed a 
deeply rooted and productive principle, and has far more 
reality than the hollow notions imbibed from foreigners, and 
which, insipid and soulless as they are, self-styled critical 

r 4 
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have elevated into a seience, and stamped with 
tme of .JSsthetics. I mean those barren ideas 
wnidi lead io representations in which no idea of nature is 
e ‘iting, and conceptions of beauty in which the idea of 
divini^ or spirituality has nO part. 

We meet with shuilar opimons on the subject of poetry 
in Boccaccio’s later works on Ancient Mythology, which 
however do not lie within our sphere at present; neither 
can we notice those on the History of Philology, and the 
reproduction of ancient literature. I cannot refrain from 
mentioning, that in drawing up these later works, he appears 
to have been greatly influenced by the writings and ex¬ 
ample of Petrarch, whom he regarded with unbounded 
reverence^ There is also in all his learned works a remark* 
able tendency to promote the revival of ancient mythology, 
and give new life and vigour to the promulgation of its sym¬ 
bolism. The same dciSign forms the groundwork of his 
poetiy, as may be seen in many instances, when old fables 
and the attributes of the heathen gods are unsuccessfully 
applied, and< more in the idea which he. In common 
with many other poets of the old school, boldly conceived, of 
framing from the allegorical materials of their- own time a 
n^ and peculiar sort of mythology. A fertile idea, in the 
attempt to execute which many great masters of modern 
poetiy were wrecked. • 

I have still to speak of the “ Fiammetta,” that wonderful 
tribute of affection which Boccaccio, when in the zenith of 
his intellectual powers and poetic gifts, dedicated as an un¬ 
dying memorial to the glory of his youth’s beloved. It is a 
novel in several books, or rather discourses, in which Ftam- 
metta speaks in her own person, depicts her bri^ happiness 
in glowing colours, and the sudden separation by whim'll it 
was too early blighted. This, however, is but the com¬ 
mencement of the book, the chief part of which relates to 
her grief at that separation; her longing passionate re¬ 
gret, wliich is fondly dwelt upon, with ail the wayward follies 
into which her suffering betrayed her. The distracting 
jealou^, in the midst of which hope nevertheless dawned 
upon her heart, rising higher and higher, till just as she 
seemed to reach the summit, it proved but a delusion and 
deceit: then as time passed on and she received no tidings of 



PAST 1.] ELEOAKCB OP BIS STILE. 

/ * 

her beloved, the sorrow which oppressed her faecAOie dsjilj' 
more intense and deeply rooted, till at length resigning herself 
to hopeless despair, she Uved on in the silent anguish of<^t^rns^ 
gridT. There are few incidents in this novd, few person- 
^es or characters are inU’odnced; ev^n^ing is largely 
imagined and taken in a general and um^'ersal sense. It is 
love, and only love. The entire worit is inter-penetrated 
with longing love, mournful complainings, and concealed but 
passionate and fervent affection. Even the charm which 
might be derived from an imitation of the feminine style in 
writing is disdained as unworthy the grandeur of this elegy, 
which might l>e laid as an offering on the altar of love, with 
the sonnets of Petrarch, and the finest poems of antiquity. 

As I dare not anticipate that every one who believes him¬ 
self capable of deciding on the lofty beauty of a fine and deli¬ 
cate subject, simply worked out, will coincide with me in my 
opinion of the merit of any worit so entirely subjective, I will 
merely speak of it in reference to the style, which stamps it, in 
t'.ie opinion of every intelligent reader, as one of the finest 
p'toductioni' of our author. One uniform preserved 

timovghoul; the charm of variety in langus^ manner, and 
(^louriT is disdained. Cervantes, frorft the flexibility of 
iv. prorc writings, and the rich use he makes of light and 
c'^vry change of which seems but to wait his biddiifg 
‘ ’ xpression and grandeuwto his style, and prove at 

tfiu same time the elevation to which he could raise it at 
pier sure, is a far more fascinating writer than Boccaccio, even 
in ihc Decameron.” Yet I must assert, without prejudice 
< • partiality, that although Cervantes is decidedly tiie 
gr atest, perhaps with the exception of Boccaccio the only, 
pt-i., c writer of the Romantic era, we find nothing in his 
vrot ''h e.t all comparable to the “ Fiammetta,’’ in the lofty 
bti! uK -md internal perfection and development of the style. 
It may be affirmed, without exaggeimtion, that the most 
graceiul and exquisite passages of the “ Decameron ” appear 
but as distant echoes and aspirations when compared with the 
expressive excellence of that work. If the most exalted 
characteristics of modern poetry were not so often forgotten 
and denied, it would not be necessary to enter into a critical 
disquisition on this noble example of the simplest 
highest development of the poetic art. 
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Boccsaccio attained this excellence in the formation of hia 
style one year only after producing the Ameto.” Still, 
nothing disproves the possibility of the “ Fiammetta” having 
been written earlier than the “ Decameron,” and there are 
no external indications to guide us in forming a conclusive 
opinion. Whether it be placed prior to or after the “ De¬ 
cameron,” in point of time, there can be no question that 
liis genius as a poet, and the perfection of which his style 
was susceptible, must be estimated from this work, which is 
in every particular so strikingly elegant and refined. 

To attempt to describe the “Decameron” would be super¬ 
fluous, and my preceding observations on other works of 
Boccaccio will make the framework or setting of that ro¬ 
mance incomparably more intelligible to those whose ac¬ 
quaintance with his productions is confined to this work only; 
for his favourite method of interweaving a garland of lovely 
tales, with a well-grounded and almost geometrically arranged 
picture of his familiar circle, may be traced in various gra¬ 
dations throughout all his earlier works, The characteristics 
of the “Novelle” must be sought in each separate tale, for each 
has its own specific distinct character and peculiar stamp ; 
and as many among them have been imitated or remodelled 
by masters of importance, their imitations must be compared 
with the treatment of Boccaccio himself, and this if possible 
at the source which we very often can neither find nor have 
means of possessing. Every poetical version, or other artistic 
alteration of a tale, leads to endless diversity of narration, 
yet some original features must be left, from which the foreign 
treatment is easily discerned, whether it be in harmony 
with the groundwork or not. It would be very advan¬ 
tageous to our theory to trace one single novel through the 
whole course of various remodellings and alterations which 
it may have undergone; but I must not here venture on so 
discursive an attempt, it being my intention to confine myself 
to the study of one single master. It may not, however, be 
irrelevant to the subject to point out in few words such 
general characteristics of that branch of literature as may 
load to the establishing a correct idea of its requirements. 
The method I shall pursue for the attainment of my 
olgect will perhaps be thought somewhat singular. In the 
first place, 1 shall consider the productions of that poet, who 
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may justly claim the distinction of having been the first 
inventor of the novel and the founder of that i^yle, and seek, 
by examining his works, to find a clue to the indiviilual 
peculiarities of the entire family. 

We cannot hope to trace a poet’s general character with 
any degree of correctness, until we have Miscovered his true 
place in that circle of art of which he forms but an isolated 
member. His compositions must be carefully compared 
with such others ns appear to be the basis of any cycle of 
art; and an individual who understands the general spirit 
which ought to animate a novel, and is not deficient in 
earnest and serious study, will have no reason to com¬ 
plain of want of success in his experiment, nor will he 
find it a difficult task to trace the outward representation 
back to its origin, and discover its source and internal orga¬ 
nisation. I allude to this merely as indicating the sort of 
mental acquiescence which I must bespeak for the following 
remarks. 

It is undoubtedly true that Dante, the seer and inspired 
priest of nature, the enlightened poet of Catholic faith and 
knowledge, rose far above the usual limits of ^Italian genius, 
and stands, as it were, removed from all comparison with 
other poets of his nation. Therefore, in contemplating the 
poetry of that country under one general aspect, and allowing 
what I have here merely assumcd«to be known and acknow¬ 
ledged, because the proof of its correctness would require 
to be too deeply investigated, and carry me too far from my 
present purpose, in tracing the general development of 
Italian poetry, so great a poet as Dante ought not to be in¬ 
cluded in our retrospect. 

Guarini also is more free from nationality than most 
other poets of his country. The object he seeks to attain is 
far different from theirs; ideal beauty is his only aim, 
and this he seeks, not in the highest artistic perfection, nor 
in the incomparable depth and ease of his delineations, but 
rather in antique inspiration, and the full burst of harmony. 
To this source we may trace his classical grace and elegance, 
and the harmonious power of his language and arrangement. 
In whatever estimation his subjects may be held, he certainly 
stands alone in regard to style, and has neither prototype 
nor imitator among the Italian poets. The beautifully classic 
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language of Tasso is of a different character, and distinctlj 
belongs to the elements of romantic love and grace. Even 
bis imitations of classic idylls are in the same tone, and 
though his beautiful style is unalloyed bv any intermixture 
of national peculiarities, the element of antique beauty is 
less predominant iif him than in Guarini. 

It is not thus with Ariosto, Petrarch, and Boccaccio: th^ 
all bear alike the strongest marks of the national charac¬ 
teristic, stamped in features never to be mistaken; their 
mauner and versification have been adopted, indeed, as 
national, and are distinctly seen in all the old poetry of that 
country. Italian literature seems filled up by a countless 
host of imitators, some among whom have a certain degree 
of merit, although inferior to their prototypes, in whom we 
find the germ of Ariosto, and sometimes even of Petrarch. 
Yet the same fact is apparent both in the predecessors and 
followers of any particular master, namely, that they differ 
only in the degree of artistic feeling and cultivation. 

I consider Dante, Italian as he is, and betrays himself 
to be by his mannerisms in style and expression, to be 
removed quite out of the sphere of their ordinary national 
poetry by his vast comprehensive genius and poetical in¬ 
vention. Guarini is also, as it were, an episode in Italian 
national poetry, the peculiar characteristics of which are 
best defined by a reference*to the style of Boccaccio, Petrarch, 
and Ariosto. The language of Tasso appears to me almost 
perfect, pure from any national peculiarities, and not con¬ 
fined within the conventional limits of romantic beauty. 
He does not, however, attain the same height of excellence 
in the extent and importance of details. 

The sonnets of Petrarch, if examined with the eye of 
taste, strike us most vividly from the super-excellent and 
wondrous objective art employed in the treatment of themes 
80 entirely and remarkably subjective. The beauty and 
harmony of both arrangement and material appear to de¬ 
pend on the objective and subjective tendency being com¬ 
bined in due proportions: together with that exquisite skill 
in mechanism and imagery which each Italian poet so 
earnestly strove to attain. In Petrarch, both are harmo¬ 
niously blended. Ariosto leans rather to the side of objective 
clearness. Boccaccio’s works, on the contrary, are remark- 
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able for their strong subjective tendency. If this peculiarity 
is not to be regarded as a fault, but rather as in accordance 
with direct principles of art, requiring an author either to 
describe his own personal fe^ngs with the greatest possible 
truth and intensity, or else to transfuse them, as it were, 
into his imaginative works, revealing *them, through the 
medium of mysterious yet intelligible images, the Fiammetta 
must be allowed to possess all these properties in the greatest 
brilliancy and perfection; and if our idea of the character 
of the novel be formed in reference to this tendency of the 
punter’s genius, we shall gain a fixed central point from 
whence to form a judgment uf all his works, which will then 
be considered, not as arbitrary experiments, vacillating and 
wavering between both elements, or striving ineffectually 
to unite them, but as preparatory works, approximating 
more or less to the true ideal of the novel, as embodied in 
the Fiammetta. 

A romance must indeed be entirely personal, subjective in 
design and intention, conveying indirectly, and almost sym¬ 
bolically, the deepest individual feelings and peculiarities of 
the author. I could easily multiply examples in support of 
this assertion, and would ask, in the first place, why among 
the novels of Cervantes, when all are so exquisite, do some 
appear so much more beautiful than others ? By what magic 
are our hearts sometimes touche^ and our souls exalted to 
the perception of a wondrous and unanticipated beauty, 
except by the strong individuality and personal feeling which 
pierces, almost unconsciously as it were, through the language 
of fiction, and the veil of poetic feeling; or because the 
singular ideas therein expressed are employed to convey such 
opinions of his own, as from their personality and profound¬ 
ness could scarcely have been imparted under any other form. 
Why does the Romeo of Siiakspeare stand so far above all the 
other dramas of thai. poet, except that in the first delighted 
gush of youthful passion and enthusiasm he deemed that work 
a fitting shrine for the outpouring of his emotion, with which 
the entire poem thus became filled and interpenetrated. No 
particular dissertation can be necessary to prove that such 
indirect revelations of personal feeling are in many instances 
far more affecting and appropriate than its undisguised ex¬ 
pression in simple lyric effusions, and the slight mystery en- 
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veloping the sentiment invests it with a higher charm. The 
Borel is in the some manner peculiarly fitted for similar 
mysterious allusions to the subjective feeling and personality 
of love, because, though objective in style and formation, 
dwelling circumstantially on descriptions of character and 
costume, it nevertheless gives a general view of the manners 
and sentiments of that refined society, to which it owes its 
origin, and which has ever been its peculiar home. Thus, 
too, it rose into existence in the age of chivalry, when religion 
and refinement of manners constituted the essential elements 
of society in the noblest portion of Europe. These peculiar 
features belong to the character of the romance itself. It is 
an anecdote, a history as yet unknown, and related, as one 
might in society relate a tale, the interests of which centers 
entirely in itself, without any reference either to time, 
national feeling, or the progress of humanity, and the degree 
of civilisation. It is a history, which, strictly speaking, Ih)** 
longs not to history, and which, even in its birtli, brings with 
it into the world a foundation for irony. Tlie interest of the 
narration rests entirely on its form and treatment, which 
ought to be generally recognised as pleasing or remarkable, 
and the skill and art of the narrator should soar proportion¬ 
ately higher, because the choi'rn of the narration depends on 
his style and treatment. The interest may be kept up, 
and the listener amused by^ any agreeable trifle, an anecdote, 
or even less than an anecdote, and every other thought being 
completely excluded by the rich inventive faculty of the 
author, his readers not only yield themselves willingly to the 
pleasing de^it, but enter with genuine interest into the 
details of the most trifling events. Many of the tales in tlie 
Decameron belong to this class, those especially in the later 
Florentine portion, wliich are little more than fanciful inven¬ 
tions. The Liccnciado Vidriera, of Cervantes, is by far the 
most beautiful and intellectual talt of this description. But, 
as in good society, people are usually disposed to listen with 
pleasure to any trifling anecdote, if the manner of the narra¬ 
tor be refined, polished, and agreeable, so the germ and 
origin, both of the novel and of these lesser productions, is 
the same. Still, charming as the peculiar liumour of the 
author may be, a constant repetition of the same theme 
would soon produce weariness instead of pleasure. There- 
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fore, when the Brst bloom of invention is exhausted, a jadi« 
cious author frequently selects some already familiar point 
in history, and so transforms it by his manner of relating, 
that it becomes invested with all the grace of novelty i a 
number of appropriate themes will immediately present 
themselves to his mind, all of an objective character, and 
more or less interesting; but in selecting one from their 
number, he must be guided by his own subjective or per¬ 
sonal inclination, which will undoubtedly lead him to prefer 
those which refer with a greater or less perfect expression 
to his peculiar feelings and circumstances. How, indeed, 
would it be possible to lister with attentive interest to any 
narrator, supposing his histories to be devoid of intern^ 
connexion, either with history or mythology, unless he 
inspire us with some dawning interest in himself personally? 
Wc too frequently see this natural property of the novel en¬ 
tirely overlooked and disregarded, while an attempt to give 
the highest finish possible to the work entirely destroys that 
essential element of art, wdiich I should style symbolism, 
since through its medium the subjective or personal feeling 
of the author reveals itself in its fullest power and intensity. 
By whatever name this property may be designated, it will 
always be distinctly and decidedly recognised as the highest 
point of excellence in romance or novel writing. 

At this point the <]uestiou natiii'^lly arises, as to which of 
Boccaccio’s novels contains the fullest measure of personal 
and individual feeling. I sliould undoubtedly mention the 
history of Africo and Menzola; the Ninfale Fie^lano; the 
influence of love softening and bringing to perfection the 
rude masculine vigour of youth— a glowing ardent voluptu¬ 
ousness, and undisguised sense of enjoyment—happiness to# 
quickly interrupted by sudden sejmration — the anguish of 
parting — the passionate sorrow of the lovers, and their im¬ 
petuous and impatient wish for death. These are everywhere 
the characteristic ideal features of Boccaccio’s love. 

Many other novels in the Decameron will however be¬ 
come more expressive and intelligible, if associated with 
our recollections of the Fiammetta, or even Corbaccio. 

The poetry of the new era was, at its commencement, ne¬ 
cessarily wild and untrained, that original and natural 
fount, that exhibition of the divine agency whence it derives 
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i«« immediate idea of iiieture. i^&d inspiration, being either 
e0b<^ally sealed,' ojr at best but scantilj effused; so differ- 
oaoea of rank and station'produced a variety of literature 
suited to aft elossea ' Rnnances, heroic tales of war, the 
li^end, so often poeticaSy treated; lives of saints for devo¬ 
tional reading, and imvels in the new poetical style, composed 
expressly for jhe refined society of the highest circles. 

A novcl^ if neither political nor social, is an original tale;, 
and if it is occasionally otherwise such instances must be 
regarded,as permitted, perhaps necessary, but still at the 
same time isolated exceptions; consequently, for prose-histo¬ 
ries, me style of Boccaccio appears the most natural and con¬ 
genial that could be adopted. These remarks are by no means 
intended to censure the dramatising of any novel that 
seems to offer materials for that purpose ; but it may secure to 
him who has been the subject of this critique his well- 
merited fame as inventor and originator of that branch of 
literature. 


^lurt H. 

NOTICE OF A FEW RARE ITALIAN AND SPANISH 
WORKS. —OBSERVATIONS ON CAMOENS, AND POR¬ 
TUGUESE POETRY IN GENERAL, WITH A REVIEW 
OF THE PROVENCAL MSS, AT PARIS. 

An attachipent to foreigners, and a desire to visit distant 
countries, seems like an innate and almost instinctive impulse 
implanted in the German character: the beauty of the South, 
especially has for the German an irresistible fascination; 
proud in the consciousness of his own serious feeling and 
northern vigour, his heart nevertheless yearns for every 
haunt of beauty in those lovely lands as for its ancient liome. 

This passion is co-existent with the history of the Teutonic 
race; prompted by, this feeling, hosts of German .warriors 
overran the southern provinces of the old Roman empire: 
this impulse in the Middle Ages fettered Germany to Italy, 
and finally, in the time of the Crusades, prompted their 
attempt to subjugate the East. 

^ many changes have since occurred in the political life 
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of the German nation, which tiow seeihs'tempered into d 
sort of tranquil equilibrium; that this discursive inclination 
is by necessity confined in the pre^nt day within the' pro¬ 
vince of science and the arts, — a realip in which no limits 
arrest the progress of the human niind, or check its natural 
thirst for conquest and dominion. * - 

Their inquiring spirit consequently expends itself, in 8 
restless yet laudable activity, ever seeking with unwearied 
diligence to bring to light new sources of truth itpd beauty, 
to discover the neglected treasures of otlier nations, and 
reproduce them, in new vigour and animation, as incor¬ 
porated elements of their native literature. If Germans per¬ 
severe in the course they iiave liitherto adopted, all the 
literaiy treasures of other lands will ere long be associated 
with their own. 

This feeling and spirit leads us to attach much value to 
the labours of a few (excellent poets, whose chief occupation 
it has long been to transjdant into their own soil the flowers 
of Italian and Spanish poctiy, the blooming freshness and 
beautiful imagery of that liigbly-finislicd versification ap})ear- 
ing peculiarly fitted to brigliten and adorn tbe stern northern 
genius of f)ur old German poetrj'. Still* these efforts will 
never lead to a suecessi’iil i.ssue without a fundamental 
knowledge of that lovely branch of southern verse pre-emi- 
licntly styled Romantic. Our best poets and most learned 
men sire, it is true, well acquainted with both Italian and 
Spanish poetry, yet many blanks remain to be filled up, and 
many deficiencies to be supplied. 1 shall first ni^tice a few 
of the most remarkable treasures contained in the Biblioth^que 
Royale at Paris, which will naturally lead to a closer investi¬ 
gation'of the character and subject of the materials there 
existing, and enable us to form a more correct estimate of 
their relative value and importance. 

Portuguese poetry being in general but little known, I 
propose to dwell with particular attention upon its history, 
and carefully to examine all sucli specimens as I have here 
been able to meet with. The source and origin of Romantic 
poetry, which may be traced back to the later Latin, will not, 
of course, be neglected in those researches ; and in order at 
least to open the way for further study of Romantic and jgfo- 
ven^al poetry, I shall subjoin a few observations on such ma- 

<i 
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terials contained in this library as will be likely to afford 
assistance in the prosecution of such an undertaking. 

I must notice, in the first place, one extremely rare poem 
of Boccaccio — “ The Teseide ”— and thus supply the blank 
which, being then unable to obtain access to the original, I 
was compelled to leave unfilled in the preceding account of 
Boccaccio and his works. Misled by Granucci’s version, 
Chaucer’s adaptation, and, above all, by Boccaccio himself, 
and his treatment of the Filostrato, I then attempted, from 
conjecture, to form an ideal scheme of the work, which I 
now find to require some slight emendations. It seems 
natural enougli to class the Teseide and Filostrato together, 
both being narrative poems in ottuva rima, both romantic 
love-talcs, the incidents of both laid in an early period, and 
both productions of the poet’s youth. Yet they are u'idely 
distinct in character; we do not recognise in the Teseide the 
graceful lightness and sportive irony with which the lov’c 
passages of Troilus and Cressida are related. The Teseide 
is serious throughout, occasionally dry and tedious, and its 
most beautiful passages belong ratlier to the tragic style. In 
fact, the value of this work consists in its rarity, and its fame 
is consequently rather disproportionate to its actual poetic 
merit. It certainly is not one of Boccaccio’s happiest efibrts, 
and scarcely rep.ays the trouble of labouring through it. 

The romances of Boccaccio are unquestionably the most 
valuable of his works; yet our admiration ought not to be 
confined to the “ Decameron,” but should extend also to the 
“ Filipopo,” and the still more surprising “ Araeto,” both of 
which appear to be expressive experiments in art, prepai-ing 
the way for grander compo.sitions in the loftiest historical 
style. The design of the “ Fiainmetta,” although so short a 
work, is more remarkable than either, and its style the most 
perfect. 

An acquaintance with these different .schemes or experi¬ 
ments is not merely useful and appropriate, but even indis¬ 
pensably necessary; for if the spirit of old romance, in all 
its rich abundance, becemes more widely diffused among us, 
imaginative histories, reproduced in all their multiplied 
variety and peculiar forms, may yet bring back, in its earlier 
beauty, the spring-time of romance and love. 

The history of every'art is an integral subject, and no hraneli 
of it ought to be treated singly'; it is not, therefore, sufficient 
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merely to relate the persona] history of any artist of active 
and comprehensive genius, nor to trace the progress of his 
most perfect creations through preceding experiments., and 
thus discover its due connexion with all those earlier efforts: 
the influence it exercised on his later works, and its relation 
with after-times, must also be considered; for the intrinsic 
character of any composition, and the rank it holds in the 
entire series, stand in the closest possible connexion. Tlie 
position occupied by Boccaccio among later Italian poets is 
directly opposed to that of Petrarch. 

The later poetry of the Italians might, like their painting 
(and, perhaps, even with more justice), be divided into the 
Florentine and Lombard schools. The latter comprehends 
Ariosto, Tasso, Guarini, and otlier poets, or friends of poetry, 
assembled in the court of that famous Duke of Ferrara, whose 
noble patronage of art has been immortalised by Goethe in 
his ‘‘ Torquato Tasso ” In tlie Florentine school I number 
Poliziano, Pulci, Lorenzo do’ Jlcdici, and otliers resembling 
them in stylo and cliaracter. The poetry of this school was 
infinitely more loity in its tendeinty than that of the Lom¬ 
bards, yet it never fulfilled the grandeur of its intention, and, 
consequently, has never enjoyed an equal degree of fame. 
The difference of style forms the most remarkable distinction 
between those scliools. The funner chose for their model 


Petrarch’s ideal beauty of language, while the severe, bold 
manner of the Florentines ha.s mor<‘ afliiiily with Boccaccio, 
wlicj^so ^tyh*. harmonises fully wi'tli tlie serious and even harsh 
cluinictcr of his nation. The language of Petrarch^ on the 
contrary, is framed almost entirely aitcr foreign oxaniplcs- 

A collection of the poetic works of Michelangelo excited 
great interest in my mind from the grand genius of the man 
himself; yet tlie poems do not fulfil the anticipations of lofty, 
bold originality to whicli that name gives birth. Few among 
tlnun l)ear tlie stamp fd' peculiar genius, and some scaj'eely 
ri^e nhtoe mediocrity. 

This collection is edited by a nepliew and namesake of 
that great artist. It contains but few canzonets, the poems 
being chiefly sonnets and madrigals; the latter difler slightly 
from those of Guarini, and of most other Cimpiecentisti; 
the language is frequently jnore bold aud original, but less 
polished. 
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The first productions of Spanish, or (to speak more pro¬ 
perly in reference to earlier times) of Castilian poetry, are 
very simple. Ballads seem to present the distinctive national 
feature of poetic art, and their tender accent and musical 
cadence is accompanied by a witty play upon words, quite 
peculiar to that pedple, and which could scarcely be equalled 
in any otljcr language. Tales of chivalry and knight-errantry 
form the next distinctive feature of Spanish literature. The 
“ Amadis ” is, perhaps, the most worthy of attention, not on 
account of the superior beauty of the style alone, but as hav¬ 
ing given rise — at least I may say so of Spain—to numerous 
chivalric compositions of a similar kind. This style of ro¬ 
mantic fiction, however, originated with the French Trou- 
veres, though, like many other materials emanating from the 
same source, it owed its first regular construction to the 
Italians, Germans, or Spanish. Tlic musical and lyric spirit 
of old Castilian poetry adapted itself with peculiar facility to 
the character of the metrical romance, and traces of the.se 
early ballads are recognised in many later works, in many 
romances, and in the Don Quixote. I may mention here 
that Cervantes had projected a serious chivalric romance, 
which he never completed. 

Simple, indeed, were the first elements of Spanish poetry; 
ballads, and tales of chivalry, both, too, of tlie least compli- 
-cated form. How great a contrast to the studi(*d and com¬ 
prehensive character of the poetry of Italy, which even from 
its birth a.spired at universal dominion; all the learning of the 
time, poetry and music, history and philosophy, being as it 
were bound up with it in perpetual union. 

At a subsequent period, however, the Italians retreated 
within the circle of a severe nationality, and were, either 
content to adopt what earlier poets had borrowed from the 
Provengal, or they themselves ventured on the hazardous ex¬ 
periment of imitating classical antiquity. 

It was not thus witli Castilian poetry; extending on every 
side, it incorporated with itself foreign forms and stranger 
charms, combining the most various romantic elements, 
until its glowing and fanciful creations at length expanded, 
like flowers of perfect brilliancy, clad in every varied hue. 

The early Castilians unquestionably borrowed certain pecu¬ 
liar forms of versification and construction from the Provencal 
and Valencian poets; Still their influence was but of trifling 
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extent, and soon altogether ceased to operate. It is not easy 
to decide exactly how much Castilian poets may have copied 
from the Portuguese, except in that branch of prose dramas 
or dramatic romances of which the “ Celestina,” so highly 
esteemed even by Cervantes, affords the finest example; and 
although the Italian measure employed by Boscan and Gar- 
eilasso undoubtedly had a permanent influence on the Spanish 
style, appearing, indeed, to constitute an essential element of 
the best works of Cervantes and Calderon, still its opera¬ 
tion must be considered subordinate in comparison with that 
of the old romances, the introduction of which soon gave a 
distinctive tone and characti r to Spanish poetr 3 \ 

Tbe assonance*, which a nation so musical and of such 
delicate taste naturally adopted from tlie Arabic, added to 
the fact that Spanish romances, and especially those written 
during the later period of the Moorish dominion in Granada, 
evince a decided partiality for the Abencentiges (llencerajo), 
leads to the conclusion that these romances first originated 


about the period of the secession of that great Arabic family, 
who, abandoning their own nation and monarch, became 
faithful adherents of the Spanisli cause.* The spirit of ro¬ 
mantic chividry, and the introduction of the assonance, 
undoubtedly give to Spanisli jioetry its oriental colouring; 
lor as few traces of it arc to be found in the curlier Castilian 
us in any other modern language. 

Apart from the influence, of Instorical casualties, romances 
and ljulluds, songs for music and descriptive poems form tlic 
chief cdf^ineiits of Spanish ]»oetry, and from them its es¬ 
sential features entirely derived. Komances and ballads 
arc tin* principal elements; in themselves the most simple, 
natural style of poetry existing, yet wjought by the Spaniards 
into such i’ccling, ex|)rcssion, and tenderness, as could never 
liH\o lieen succc.-slully imparted to them except by the most 
“spiritual’’ and imaginiiii\c language in the world. lu 
German jioetry the genius of romance undoubtedly claims 
tlie uscamdency; for it sc(*rns more easy to engraft on tha^j 


%K 


• In that species of vcrsirication wliich the Spaniards have called 
assonant, and which they have ajiparenUy borrowed from me Arabians, 
the sfiinc rhytne, or rather the same lenrupatmp; vowel, is repeated in 
every otlier line .or several l>a^es whilst the first lines of each couplet 
arc not rhymed. — Stsmondis vol. i, p f;i. 
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language the glowing brightness of eastern imagery than to 
copy that incomparably delicate and musical playfulness 
which distinguishes Castilian poetry. 

The opinion here asserted is not, however, new to German 
admirers of Spanish literature ; and I refer to it merely as a 
sort of introduction to, or rather in vindication of, a few lite¬ 
rary remarks on the Romanccro general.” An inquiry into 
the history of chivalric romance will, from every consideration, 
be interesting to all lovers of Spanish poetry; and a cri¬ 
tical analysis of the materials existing, by means of which 
the investigation may be pursued, can scarcely be of less 
importance. 

These materials are, unhappily, most insufficient: the 
collections of “ Old Romances” are none of them judiciously 
arranged ; and in regard to the quarto before mentioned, and 
which is considered the most complete work of the kind, I 
must particularly observe, that this praise seems to have been 
awarded in respect of its size alone ; for although sufficiently 
voluminous, it is almost filled with very inferior romances, 
belonging to a later period. Besides, the “ Guerras civiles 
■de Granada,” the little “ Roraancero,”* in 12fno. looo, is 
far more useful, and contains a better selection of the older 
romances. Indeed, it corresponds so entirely with the allu¬ 
sions made by Cervantes to their general style, that we could 
almost imagine that he referred to this very collection. 

In one respect, however, the “ Romanccro” struck me as 
remarkable. It is here and there interspersed with, idyllic 
romances, which remind us of the far-famed works of Cer¬ 
vantes?, not only from the name Galatea, and otlicrs after¬ 
wards repeated in his romances, but still more from their 
sentimental tone, and antithetical form and expression. In 
the incidents of these tales, however, there is nothing more 
than a casual similarity. May net these be a few of those 
innumerable romances [romances inliuito.s] which Cervantes, 
in the “»lourney to Parnassus,” alludes to among his early 
experiments ? And may not even the “ Galatea ” be merely 
a second rc-modelling of a tide already once told ? 

* This work forms the basis of a new edition of Spanish romances by 
Jacob Grimm, under the title of “ Silva de Romances Viejos,” published 
by Maf^er and Company, at Vienna, in 181 o. The publication is now 
in the- hands of Ignaz Klang, at Vienna. 
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The great rarity of Portuguese books ijresents an almost 
insuperable obstacle to the study of their poetry; yet it 
seems entitled to the most partial consideration, from the 
beauty and perfect construction of the language, which is 
based upon tlie ruins of the later Latin, and by various trans¬ 
formations and modifications, intrinsically connected with 
the Provencal or Romance dialect. Test many libraries in 
which the collection of Spanish books is rich, and almost 
complete, are nearly destitute of Portuguese books, perhaps 
possessing only a single copy of Camoens. My acquaintance 
with Portuguese literature is consequently very limited. 

Besides a few insignifiear t poets of the last century, gene¬ 
rally tainted with the false French taste, and some historical 
woi’ks or chronicles, in which the Portuguese literature is 
very rich, I met with but one poet of the earlier time*— 
Fereira, esteemed on account of his con'oetness of diction, 
and as the contemporary of Camoens. Judging from his 
numerous letters to illustrious men, and their purport, we 
should be tempted to suspect that mediocrity had here been 
preferred to genius ; even as in the sister country, the osten¬ 
tatious Lope outshone tljo deep-souled Orvantes; and in 
England many individuals hold the stiff good sense of Ben 
.lonson in higher estimation tlian the o^ orfloAving nature and 
imaginative wealth of Shakspeare. 

Fereira admired and imitated Horace : his tragedy, Inez 
de Castro,” is cold, and unworthy the melancholy grandeur 
of the theme. He is not altogether deficient in poetical ideas, 
such as may occasionally illumine the best Italian .and Spanish 
poets of tlie Cinquecento style; who, although taking refuge 
in a kind of classical construction, and in imitations of an¬ 
cient, and especially Latin verse, have yet moi-e glimpses of 
poetry than those who trod the same false path in later and 
less favoured times. Still, beauty of diction or romantic 
feeling would here he sought for in vain. The structure 
and phraseology of the Portuguese language so closely resem¬ 
bles the Spanish, that frequently the particles and termina¬ 
tions can alone en.ahlo us to determine to Avhich nation any 
particular root btdong.s, — the signification of the substan¬ 
tives being probably the same in both. In fact, most Por¬ 
tuguese words are common also to the Spanish, and very few 

* Sisniondi. ii. < 16 ‘ 6 . 
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mnong them have any essential difference of meaning. 
Words derived from tlie Arabic arc almost invariably the 
£ame in both languages. 

The construction, however, of the Spanish and Portuguese 
presents fundamental differences so striking, as to place the two 
languages almost in direct opposition to each other- The nasal 
tone of the Portuguese is more in affinity witli the southern 
French, from whicii, nevertheless, it widely differs; tlie Por¬ 
tuguese being, Avitliout exception, the softest and sweetest of 
all Romance dialects. The soft sen, with its various inodifica- 


tiOus, is continually heard, and the vowels o and E invariably 
become v and j, in pronuifeiation. This feature is so dis¬ 
tinct and universal, that sen, n, and i, form, as it were, the 
fundaniental chord of that language, like the hard Cff, A, and 
o, wliich, in the Spanish, are most powerfully emphatic. 

The soft accent of the Portuguese language might be com¬ 
pared with that of the Ionian dialect of the Hellenistic Greeks; 
the haughty Spanish with the Doric; and the artistically 
framed Italian with tlie Attic. The reservations dependent 
on different local circumstances, by which this comparison, 
though just in itself, must be restricted witldn propt-r limits, 
will easily suggest themselves. Still similar causes rarely fail 
to produce similar effects. Whenever any dialec t, founde d on 
human organisation, lias been 

without restraint, we clearly trace in it the operation of cli¬ 
mate and situation. In every mountain dialect w(> remark a 
predilection for the strongly aspirated cii; on the sea-coast 
the softened sen, and the nasal tone arc lieard ; whiUs on 


the contrary, a broad tom; and sharp accent indicate a level 
country and agricultural j)<)pulation. 

la regard to its poetical spirit and application, Spanish 
poets have characterised the Portuguese language as pre¬ 
eminently that of love and soft emotion, la its power of 
expressing tender feeling, fi'om the faintest breathing of love 
to the most impassioned burst of hinging anguish and de¬ 
spair, it surpasses every other language. It is also singularly 
ricli in appropriate Avords, the very tone of which, indepen¬ 
dently of their beautiful signification and delicate allusiox^ 
seems to melt at once into the soul. Even the soft Italian ap¬ 
pears I'ough in comparison with the Portuguese, and the 
Spanish stern and m)rthern. It is, indeed, tlie flower of all 
Provencal and liomantic dialects, by fur the most simple, yet 
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inferior to none in highly artistic construction. It has none 
of that play upon words, in which the Spaniards so frequently 
indulge, neither does it observe the distinction between de¬ 
scriptive and lyric poetry, to which they so studiously adhere. 
The Portuguese have adopted a few of the most beautiful 
and simple of the Spanish ballads; but their language and 
tone lead exclusively to a soft and childlike sweetness, far 
removed from the studied antithesis, allusions, and allitera¬ 
tions of the Spanish. Consequently, they have always se¬ 
lected the shorter, ballud-form, in lines of six syllables; 
many specimens of which, found in Caraoens, arc inexpres¬ 
sibly graceful and natural, 

Wc do not discover among the Portuguese any tendency 
to the classical learning of mo<lern Italy: their prose is 
simple, rich, and laconic, yet without tlic slightest constraint; 
inileed, in every style, ease and grace appear to be with that 
nation natural qualities. 

In consequence of the deficiency of books and data, before 
alluded to, it is dilficult to trace the origin of Portuguese 
poetry back to any fixed period. It is, however, certain that 
lundammital differences exist between that language and 
jjoctry, and the Sjjanisli. The Komanee 'language had little 
iiiflueuce on the constructitm of the latter; and Spanish 
ballads are framed on very dilferent i)rinciples. Some idyllic 
poets, contemporary with Caiuoens, appear to have imitated 
tlic curlier Italian and Spanish writers. Dramatic romances, 
in the style of ScKaggia, Eulrosena, and Celcstlna, are too 
iiT(‘gular to be employed as guides in investigating the his¬ 
tory of Spanish poetry. The national chronicles, on the 
(contrary, of whicli tlic Portuguese ])ossess a complete series, 
(extending even to the earliest period of their national exist¬ 
ence, belong quite as much to tiie sphere of poetry as to 
that of history. Poetic feeling, and a desire of fame, seem 
to liuve b(^en bound up with every impulse of their national 
life ; and in the w'orks of the grand heroic poets of Portugal 
their close and intimate union is especially remarkable. 
Dramatic mysteries or autos were always favourite themes 
with the Portuguese, almost countenancing the supposition 
that the Spanish mysteries, so highly intellectual in treat- 
mtiiit, and diffin’ing so widely from the analogous productions 
of the early English and German, were rather boiTowed 
from the Portuguese than remodelled from the original 
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plan of the English. Tins opinion is confirmed by the con¬ 
current testimony of liistory, wliich seems to prove that the 
Catholic adaptation of these mysteries, in an earlier and 
better period, would have given them, as poetical and intel¬ 
lectual amusement^, a far more glowing character of festal 
joy. 

I shall not attempt to decide this point. Caraoens appears 
to have carried the poetic art in the Portuguese language to 
the highest perfection. His poems have all the beautiful 
features already alluded to as distinctive characteristics of 
Portuguese diction, — grace, dee}) feeling, the childlike ten¬ 
derness and sweet earnestness of emotion, with the saddest 
and most desolating melancholy, — simply expressed, yet 
with such piu*ity and pathos, that whether in the form of 
canzonets, idylls, or light fanciful songs, their beauty of 
diction could scarcely be more perfect or their glowing 
bloom more vivid. 

Camoens’ chief work is the Lusiad ; an heroic poem: and 
if dauntless courage, and a warrior’s soul, be essential to the 
perfect treatment of a composition of that character, the 
work of Camoens must indeed be well deserving of the 
name. The discovery of India, the grand event of modern 
times, could only be thus celebrated by one who had himself 
passed a portion of his life, sixteen years in fact, in those 
regions. Eveiything is creat<‘d from the freshness and vigour 
of personal recollections and experience, presenting a ground¬ 
work of inexhaustible fertility. All the incidents are novel 
and animated, richly and daringly depicted, yet with a vivid 
perspicuity and decision seldom found except in Homeric 
verse. 

A warrior only could thus have written,—one who felt the 
fame and life of his nation to be his own: it is, indeed, a 
text-book for youthful heroes, .)nd is dedicated to the most 
beloved and unhappy of all sovereigns; not vvith empty flat¬ 
tering words, but, like the parental counsels of a hero-sage 
full of enthusiastic inspirations, based upon firm and solid 
principles. The genius of the poet is no less noble and ma¬ 
jestic than his theme. 

The very history of the work seems to elevate it into 
tragedy ; the brief period of sovereignty therein celebrated 
being so closely connected w-ith, in fact, succeeded by, the 
total destruction of his valiant nation. Intoxicated by the 
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conquest of India, and the success of their own daring valour, 
they deceived themselves with the belief that the most pros¬ 
perous destiny, if not already theirs, lay at least within their 
grasp, and at the proudest moment of that brief but glorious 
period, one great national song broke fprth, like the dying 
notes of the fabled swan, a dirge for the departing hero-na¬ 
tion. A few years only had elapsed after the completion of 
the poem, when the Portuguese sovereignty declined, its 
strength became exhausted, and even its separate existence 
terminated ; a grief which the aged poet could not long sur¬ 
vive. Portugal has never since attained the same lofty emi¬ 
nence, and the remembrance, of her departed glory is enshrined 
in this great work, created by the divine genius of her na¬ 
tional poet for the iramortali.sation of her fame. 

The grandeur of the design unquestionably entitles this 
poem to rank among the noblest works of genius that Italy, 
Spain, or even the more northern countries of Europe, can 
boast; the exquisite bloom and grace of the diction are un¬ 
paralleled among modern writers. 

In this work, too, an object is successfully attained, which 
many nations and distinguished poets have aspired to reach 
in vain. It is the only national epic poem that has been 
produced in modern times, even if tlie last period of ancient 
literature be included. Virgil’s attempt to weave from Tro¬ 
jan fable a national poem for his own native Rome, is indeed 
praiseworthy; yet the interest excited by this beautiful effort 
is not so much unqualified admiration as sympathy for a 
failure, which tlie many difficulties that presented them- 
.selves rendered almost unavoidable. 'J'o this lofty design 
Virgil is indebted for a place among poets of genius which 
the merit of his work alone could not have procured him. 
Tasso, though his fine and delicate feeling ever wins our 
love, was not equal In the grand theme he had chosen : he is 
far too subjective in character, too much occupied with him¬ 
self, to cope with a grand event like that of the Crusades; 
seizing it in its whole historical and universal extent, and 
losing himself and nl’ personal consciousness therein. The 
episodes introduced in the “ Clierusalemme,” and which pre¬ 
sent to us his own beautiful love-thoughts, are the only parts 
of real enduring value; the rest is more or less unsatisfac¬ 
tory, often tame, and eviileiitly not springing from an original 
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• impulse. If the heroic, and mythical styles of poetry were 
not always considered as entirely distinct in character, but 
leather, as would peidiaps be best, as members of one common 
root, requiring to be treated in a congenial manner, the 
poem of Caraoens ^niight be cited, as, next to Homer, the 
only work really deserving the title of an Epic Poem. 

It is needless to remind any one who considers the immea¬ 
surable gulf between these two poets, from difference of time 
and other circumstances, that the comparison can hold good 
only in generalities; yet the work of Camoens completely 
carries out an idea the development of which has been long 
aiid fruitlessly attempted, and often indeed erroneously con¬ 
ceived, and placed in a completely false light. 

The same simple beauty, which throughout marks the 
design of the composition, may be traced likewise in the dic¬ 
tion and descriptive passages. The intermixture of mytho¬ 
logical and Christian themes, has been censured, perhaps 
unjustly; for why should an utter forgetfulness of these 
fables, an absolute silence concerning them, be insisted on 
as necessary throughout any Christian poem ? In what 
period of Christianity have they ever been consigned to 
utter oblivion ; and when, it may be asked, is such oblivion 
likely to enshroud them? Camoens employed the Greek 
mythology as a beautiful hieroglyphic language, clothing bis 
expressive allegories; and tlius it has been Imiucntlj’adapted 
and employed l)y many other poets and painters of the roman¬ 
tic period, tliougli absolute innovations are occasionally intro¬ 
duced. Yet Camoens is veiy sparing in bis em[)loyment of 
mythology: if be suffer Athene to protect and favour bis 
beloved Portuguese, because she sees in them some resem¬ 
blance to her own ancient Romans ; if Bacchus, foreseeing 
that their heroic deeils would eclipse his owm, and put a 
period to his dominion in India, l>ecomes their enemy ; if 
giants rise up to oppose them in the wildest seas of their 
voyage to the blessed and favoured land; and Thetis at 
length, guiding his hei’oes to the happy island, invites the 
noble Gama to ascend her nuptial bed, celebrating his glo¬ 
rious conquest of the sea, and the sovereignty he thus estab¬ 
lished ; it must be confessed that no other romantic poet ever 
imparted so much freshness and originality to these ancient 
fables, or rendered them equally agreeable and intelligible. 
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In the commencement indeed, our poet appears to tread 
too closely in the steps of Virgil, but he soon leaves that guide, 
and the bold navigator, launching forth upon the boundless 
seas, swiftly loses sight of his native shores. His allegories, 
too, differ from those of Virgil us widely as his invention, 
which is throughout intellectual, rare and wondrous, yet 
most clearly intelligible, particularly towards the conclusion 
of tlie Lusiad. This, however, is still more the case in the 
unhuished poem on the Creation of Man, published in the 
general collection of his works, but which has sometimes been 
denied to be his. 


CHAPTER ON THE BIBLIOTHEQUE ROYALE. 

The national library at Paris contains but scanty mate¬ 
rials for the study of Proven 9 al literature, and with the ex¬ 
ception of one Italian Proven 9 al lexicon, “ La Crusca Proven- 
zale,” there is not even a dictionary. A grammar is mentioned 
in the catalogue, hut it has not for many years been seen. Still 
the Proven 9 al is so nearly allied to the French, Italian, and 
even to the Spanish, that a little toil and'study will generally 
enable any one acquainted with those languages to compre¬ 
hend the ProTen 9 al also ; and when this proves insufficient, 
recourse must he had, as most available, to the present Pro- 
ven 9 al and Languedocian dialects, of both of which vocabu¬ 
laries have been compiled. 

A few Proven 9 al compositions are inserted in Crescembini; 
some passages from the above-mentioned Crusca, some ex¬ 
tracts from Tassoni’s writings against Petrarch, and a few 
F'rench works on the peculiar history of the provinces. But 
all are unsatisfactory fragments and short extraets. 

The library is rich in Proven 9 al MSS., and probably few are 
now' (1804) to bn found elsewhere. Whether many still re¬ 
main in Italy, since tlie pillage of the French, who removed 
the most fimous collections, particularly that of Petrarch, 
which undoubtedly contained many of great value, is doubt¬ 
ful. 1 have been assured by a fri<,'ud *, w'ho, besides being a 

* It was the same M. Rayrouard, who, after the time to which 1 
refer, published the Tragedy of the Templars, and also a grand work on 
the Romance Language and rroven 9 al Foets. 
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Proven 9 al by birth, has long devoted his time and attention 
to the subject, and to whom I am indebted for much valuable 
information, that in the South of France none are at present 
to be found. 

It will be well, in this stage of the inquiry, to give a com¬ 
plete synopsis of the MSS. here deposited, which may convey 
a correct idea of the remains of Provengal literature at pre¬ 
sent existing, and form a suitable preface to my observations 
on the study of that language and its jjoetry. 

The Kibliotheque de I’Arsenal is v. ry rich in this depart¬ 
ment of literature, as it contains the legacy of Monsieur de 
la Curne de St. Pelaye, w'hich, however, appears to extend 
chiefly to the remains of Northern French poetry. 

My present observations will be confined to the grand 
Bibliotheque du Roi. 1 must first remind my readers that 
as the catalogue of modern literature is in manuscript, written 
of course at various times, and in different handwritings, many 
works have probably escaped my notice ; besides, it will 
scarcely be supposed possible that a catalogue of this descrip¬ 
tion can be free from errors in the figures ; and, accordingly, 
examining it carefully, though without success, in the hope 
of finding some other collection of old German poetry, be¬ 
sides the Manessischen collection, I met with the title “Ryth- 
mi Germaiiici Antiqui;” but on turning eagerly to the 
number referred to, I found only a Croatian Postil. 

The result of my examination of the Bibliotheque Ro3'ale 
is subjoined. 

I found there not a single romantic ej)ic poem in the Pro- 
rengal language, but an immense number in the old Northern 
Froncli. 

Besides the “ Cangioneros,” or collections of h'ric poems, 
there are also a few sacred pieces, and some religious and 
moral works in prose. A Provengal Psalm Book, a Vision 
of Virtue and Vice, a Narrative Poem, in rhyme, on the 
Passion of Christ, .and a Breviary t»f Love, all Provengal; 
one (hitalonian MS., written in a clear powerful hand, 
containing Lives of the Saints, down to Pepin ami Bertha, 
the Life of St. Honoriu.s, in prosi;. 

Some of these MSS. are so badly wiitten, that unless 
perfectly conversant with the Romance language, it is 
scarcely possible to decipher them. There are some collec- 
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tions of songs carefully transcribed, and in some parts beau-* 
tifully illuminated. Of these there are three copies, all 
Provencal, and the study of them is greatly facilitated by 
this circumstance. One is much more copious than the 
others, yet in many instances the same'poems are repeated 
in each of the three, and by collating the different manu¬ 
scripts, the correct reading may generally be ascertained. 
The poems are classed according to their style,—chansons, 
canzonets, or serventes; but the poets’ names in these various 
branches, each of which has its own appropriate metre, are 
arranged chronologically. ’I’he largest collection contains 
selections from one hundred different poets, and another from 
sixty-eight only. 

A Catalonian “ Can^ioncro ” is also in existence here. 
From the title in the catalogue, “ Charles de Vianne,” it might 
be taken for an epic poem; but this misconception arises 
only from an occasional ]>oem, wliich is inserted at the com¬ 
mencement. The “ Can(;ionero ” is a rich collection of Cata¬ 
lonian songs, and, besides those of Ansias March, the only 
edition I could find of his, so often mentioned and deservedly 
esteemed by Boscan and other Spaniards, contains numerous 
compositions, the \ ersification of w hicli is almost invariably 
on the same plan. We find stanzas of lines of twelve 
syllables, divided by a feminine, and of eleven syllables with 
a masculine Cmsura, and which usually have a dactyl in each 
Jialf of the verse, after the accented syllable, and the same 
rhyme carried on through stro[)hes of eight or ten lines. A 
style of versification wlueli the S})aniards termed “ versos 
de ai'fc mayor,” or “ coplas d’arte mayor.”* This stylo was 
much more common at an earlier period, and I have seen 
Portuguese verses, in this metre, dated 150 years before 
Juan de Mena. Still, as this measure exclusively appears 
to have been employed by the Catalonian poets, it is at least 
pntbable that both Castilians and Portuguese borrowed it 
from the Catalans, rather than the rcA'crse. 

The language of this “ Cau 9 ionero,” and that of the Pro- 

“Coplas d’arte Mayor.” Sismondi, vol. ii. p. 121, 122., Bohn’s 
•Stand. Lil). “ The lines arc Alexandrines, sonietiines consisting of four 
dactyls, sometimes of four amidiibrachs. The verses consist of couplets 
of four lines each, and the lines of each couplet conclude with the same 
rhyme.”— Trans. 
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I^A^puecflpt is strikingly diferfjnt, yet closely resem- 
'.itisat termed Valencian in the Spanisji “ Cangionero.” 
l versification of a few specimens in that dialect, pre- 
s^ved here, is also similar. . 

appears, then, that the oldest l^mantic languages had 
two dialects at least for poetry, the Proven^gl and Cata- 
Ibnian. The Catalonian poetry appears considerably earlier 
than the Provengal. 


The preceding notice of Proven 9 Hl MSS. is given with¬ 
out alteration, because, imperfect as it is, it yet contains 
a few observations* which, in default of any great original 
work on that subject, may be worthy of attention. This is 
more especially tlie case as illustrating the po.sition of Pro¬ 
vencal Ittorature at that time, and* tlie progress of our re¬ 
searches, wliich have since gained increased interest from 
the new light t^irown upon pliilology and the general sphere 
of Romantic ideas by the works of A. von Sclilegel, as well 
. as of Raynouard, who was then occupied with that subject, 
and answered my jnquiries concerning it with so much 
kindness and sympathy. The grand, copious work, published 
by the latter, forms the first complete edition of tlie poetry 
of the Troubadours, a mo^it invaluable collection of the 
earliest treasures of the Romance hmguage, its history, and 
old memorials. Sufficient information on the J’roven^al 
Manuscripts may be found in the work alluded to; “Clioix 
desPo<^6ies Originales des Troubadours,” vol. i. p. 440. seq., 
and vol. ii. p. 154—1C2. oft*, p. 280. scq. 

Besides the IjTic poems, which have at all tiinc.s attracted 
the attention of real lovers of poetry, some remarkable 
specimens of epic poems hav(* been brought to light among 
the other treasures of the Itoiuaiiee language discovered by 
his studious care. Still, although fi.c allegorical and didactic 
passages in these poems and fragments ai'o not (considered 
as poetry) particularly pleasing, the form is .‘.o much the 
more impoiiant in reference to the earliest perio<l of our 
German poetiy, from its ap])earing to be an echo or copy 
of the metrical ideal of the Gciman heroic epic poem. 
They are written in the old long heroic verse, which is 
sometimes contracted and abbreviated, and commonly met 
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with in'that form in the diJadtic of prtest&’ ;aii4 ’* ‘ 

in the oldest fra^pients it'consists ot ten,or twelve syUpihle^ < 
with the mascuune rhymes*; in tfie latter, of t^dve hir 
fourteen, and sometiinfes even more syllitble’s, -wlih,^ 
-accentuated caesura in the middle of the lane. 
are constructed with three, four, or six'linei endin/t 
the same rhyme, which is generally masculine. In tl»e oldest 
"of the'ie poetic fragments, the “ Captivity of Boethius,’’ tn6 
same rhyme is reiterated through twelve lin^s or inore,,^>\d ' 
one uni’hymed line is also introduced, after the vUia]g9ier Of 
the Spanish assonance, and we may here trace the $rst 
of it in the Itomance language*. 


The versification in general -trongly resembles that* of the 
earliest Spanish ballads, the old ej)ic ]'>oem of the “ Cid,” for 
instance, and anothi*r by Sanchez, which nfay be f’oftnd in 
the “ Poenias Castellanos,* a colleetion of the earliest relics 


of Spanish poetry and poetic diction. The slffinity of the 
above-mentioned Valencian, the old Portuguese, and early 
Castilian poems is undoubtedly proved by their universal 
employment of the stroplie termed **CoplM d’arte mayor,”')' 
a regular lambic metre like that of the co^ect and polished 
Alexandrines of a later period, an advanoe towards which 
may be traced even in the structure of the “ Niebelungen 
l.ied,” must not be looked for generally in Romantic poetry, 
and is in fact but rarely met with. If the portion given in 
tiiis collection, may afford a criterion for jodging of the re*- 
mainder if would appear that in old Castilian poetry, as Avt^ll 
as in the Spanish Roinancc', emanating at a later period from 
the same source, the 'JVochaie was universally preferred. 

Every fragment of Romantic poetry here preser\ ed, re¬ 
futes the theory inaii}tnincd by those superficial philologists 
who have feebly attempted to prove, that the free, irregular, 
generous, heroic Alexandrine, as it exists in our “Niebelun- 
gen Lied/’ is formed o'l the ruins of the hexameter. The 
abbre\iat('d metre met with in the very earliest specimens of 
their poetry at once destroys such a theory. The structure 
of the strophe more especially, and the continued reiteration 
8t' the same masculine rhyme, give a totally distinct cha- 


• Those accented on the last ss liable.— Sismondl, vol. i. p. 101. 
f Vide note, antr, p, 239. 
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TBCter to this metre; in the “ Niebelungen Lied,” for in¬ 
stance, the strophe is not only rhymed according to a certain 
fixed rule, but an uniform progress is observed, the same 
rhymes constantly recurring, and giving a sameness of tone 
and accent to tlie entire song. 

It is impossible to U-^ce this romantic metre and rhyme to 
the Arabians, although in some Ai-abic* poems, the same 
rhyme is carried on at certain intervals tliroughout; but 
nothing Arabic or in the slightest degree Oriental even, can 
be discovered in any fragments of old Romantic i)oetiy. 
The structure of the language, the colouring and diction, are 
altogether different. The Romance language is formed by 
the intermixture of Latin and Teutonic: words of the 
former language being incorporated with the German, 
and remodelled according to its peculiar pronunciation 
and phraseology. A. W. von Schlegel and Raynouard cite 
many remarkable instances of the influence exercised by 
that language, and the Gothic dialect especially, on the new 
form of speech. The epic verse of tlie Romance language 
is found in all countries once ruled by the Goths, and among 
all states and people founded by that nation, and, althougli 
varied in many ways, with but trifling differences in I'eally 
essential points. All old German poems, and epic ballads 
also, in which the versilicatioii i» preserved, belong to the 
class of Gothic heroic traditions, and consequently the sup¬ 
position that the Romance versification is an imitation of tlie 
Gothic heroic strophe, seems botJi natural and Ave.ll foujulcd. 
If we consider tlic general construction of the Gothic lan¬ 
guage, as developed by Ulphilasl, and thence conjecture tlio 
form it miglit, and probably did assume, in rhythm and 
poetry, we are. at once convinced that the short Saxon verso 
in which the songs of the Northern Edda are written, and 
the hurried enigmatic alliteration introduced into the Runic 
mysteries, could have no aftiuify with the majestic language 
of the Goths, nor with tlie fuli-torietl, copious, many-sylla- 
bled, and comprehensive Teutonic dialect. As the original 

• Gliazeles. • 

t The Homan history tells us that under the j-cign of the Emperor 
Valens, Ulphilas, bishop of those Goths udio were settled in Mecsia and 
Thrace, translated the Bible into the Gothic language: be added several 
new letters to the Uunic alphabet. iXorthern Antiquities.) — 

Trans 
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stem of the German lanfriiage became divided into two great 
branches or limbs, the Gothic and the Saxon, in all proba¬ 
bility there were originally among people of the German race 
two distinct kinds of heroic or magic-teaching songs; the 
grand Gotlnc versification on the one hand, (traces of which 
are found in the “NiebelungenLied,” and tile earliest Roman¬ 
tic fragments,) and on the other hand, the short Saxon, the 
prevaiiing early German, or at least, Frankish form, of which 
we possess in the peculiar Teutonic monument “ Ottfried,” 
and which, though lar Irom equalling the heroic grandeur 
and epic beauty of the other (iothic style, yet fills and de¬ 
lights the ear with its magical liarmony. 


|3<ut 

ON THE POETRY OF THE NORTH. 

1812 

Tnv. light, graceful prodn<5tions of poetry may not inaptly 
he conifjared with thost; varied blossoms wliich each returning 
spring brings in her train, or even to the butterfly, and other 
brilliant tribes of ephemera which float joyously around the 
flowers, and terminate their sparkling existence in the last 
ravs of the declining summer sun. 

Fragile productions of a happy moment, children of spring¬ 
time and of love, a too severe criticism would he here mis¬ 
placed, nor should they be harshly judged by the acute and 
discriminating critic, whose standard of excellence is probably 
placed too high to Iwi applicable to their transient existence. 
What avails it to repine that spring-time and summer are 
exposed to many variations of tcmi)orature, or to complain 
with impatient bitterness of the annoying insects Avhich 
frequently disturb our enjoyment of a brilliant summer’s day? 
ICven in our spring the note of tlie niglitingale is heard, 
and the joyous song of the lark rings out unchecked! Content 
that the voice of melody is not for ever silent in these later 
times, let us accept the oflerings of our German spring as they 
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unfold befoi’e us, Avithout incessantly pining for a happier 
climate and a southern sky. The lovely blossoms of the 
May open unbidden incur woods, and why, in the midst of a 
rich and highly-cultivated garden, should we mar our own 
enjoyment by constantly repeating that Persia, not Germany, 
is the home of the roses, and that fruits and flowers nurtured 
under an Ionian heaven, or in Italian fields, are not alike the 
offspring of our less genial clime and soil ? 

Youth is the spring-time of life, and the simple pleasures 
of natui'e, then held so dear, are by some hearts ever faith¬ 
fully cherished. Yet amid the diflerent tastes and genius of 
mankind, the bustle of cities, and ever-varying aspect of 
social life, is by some men even more dearly prized. It is 
true that this restless activity affords more scope for intel¬ 
lectual exertion, and the varied arts of civilisation and re¬ 
finement, than the artless unconscious play of impulse and 
feeling. Every thought is engaged in the animated contest, 
every heart throbs with a desire to %vin and to enjoy, while 
all press ardently forward, eager to surpass or to outshine 
their fellorws. The second branch of poetry now existing, 
which in subservience to the spirit of the day, seeks to win 
the applause of society, may not inaptly be compared with the 
crowd and bustle of our annual fair. Wliether it assemble 
the multitudes personally before its stage, or be designed 
merely to soothe the languid hours of solitary enjoyment, we 
everywhere find a continual inteiarhange of life and .action ; 
every one is seeking to purclmse or to sell. Childhood seizes 
the first sweet dainty that attracts the eye, youth pants for 
brilliant attire and the glitter of superficial cultivation of 
mind ; impelled by curiosity, men throng the booths or the 
stage, while the sellers more especiallj', intent ratb('r on 
gaining money or applause than the imrsuit of pleasure, are 
anxious only to cheat the multitude, to discover the weak points 
of the virtuous, and to wrest them to their own advantage. 
Both buyer and seller are often mutually deceived, for the 
approbation of the many has no greater intrinsic value than 
that false glitter of intellect, that luscious emptiness of heart, 
for which it is given in exchange. 

Still this general intercourse of mind is pleasing in itself, 
and not without a remarkable influence on art. It is almost 
possible to calculate the success of any drama or romance, 
and the impression it is likely to produce upon the notions 
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of the public mind. Artistic theories and symptoms, divided 
and contrasted according to different opinions and deeply- 
rooted prejudices, are constructed upon it, and even subjects 
the most punsly intellectual give birth to obstinate disputes, 
maintained with all the virulence of party ^irit. Activity is 
no doubt an inherent property of the human temperament^ 
and it would be an idle folly unconditionally to condemn it. 
We.might, indeed, (to recur again totlie image of the annual 
fair as applied to modern poetry), wish tliat a little more 
order and unanimity reigned among the candidates. But 
whether the influence of criticism alone be sufficient for tlie 
attainment of this object, or \vh ther we need not some higher 
moral power to step forth in the midst and call us back to 
order and unity, can scarcely be a subject for debberation. 
How frequently has it happimed, when some vigorous and 
determined critic has succeeded in stemming the tide of 
fasliionable influence, he yet fails to disperse popular errors, 
or dissipate evem glaring delusions, while others, believing 
that lie also may be deceived, willingly resign themselves to 
error, glad to escape tljc troublesome severity of truth, or 
the annoyance of rooting up any long-cherished prejudices. 

I turn then the more readily from a field in which there 
(‘xists at present but little hope of any happy or triumphant 
result, to seelc a less popular and loss frequented path. Be- 
bidts the’ poetry f)f youth and iinpuls(‘, and that second 
branch which, foniied by fashion, forced into unnatural 
existence*, in the highest sphere of social life, there exists still 
another branch, far older than eilher. I^oetry, indeed, in its 
earliest, original form, is not strictly coniined within the 
actual limits of that art, but, as a re(!ord of the noble words 
and actions of ancient heroes, a])pears rather to belong to 
history, theprimiti\e history, of nature, and mankind. Con¬ 
trasted with that poetry which flows from the false channels 
of conventional art and social habits, the last mentioned may 
be likciicd to tint ch‘ar, jmre water gusliing from a mountain 
spring, hut compared with the exterior charm, tlie richness, 
and glittering lUnver-like hues of that po( try which springs 
from the impulses of youthful life and love, it seems rather 
to r<‘Soiuble the rude majesty of a primitive rock, Avhose as¬ 
pect fills the lonely Avaiidercr with astonishment, jdacing him, 
us it were, amid the iriant ft^atnres of the olden time. 

7 
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In this branch of poetry criticism, which indeed should 
never be separated from history, is quite in its place, and may 
prove of decided utility. Not by reducing the grand works 
of nature to an arbitrary standard, often far too perishable 
and lightly chosetf, but by making them intelligible to the 
public in general, analysing and explaining the difficulties 
they present, and showing the light in which they ought to 
be regarded. Such an investigation of these old memorials 
may be compared with the labours of a miner w’ho explores 
the profoundest recesses of nature, and from her depths brings 
countless treasures forth to minister to the enjoyment of 
mankind. There, wrapt in silence and darkness, slumber 
the buried powers of those metallic treasures, which when 
once brought to the surface, have strength to move the 
world, —gold and iron, the main springs of active life, which 
either clothe our meadows in all tlic blessings of fertility, or 
dye both fields and streams with blood. Deep in the bosom 
of the earth lie hidden the health-restoring elixir, and the 
sudden and deadly poison. There too are sxibstances of little 
appai'cnt value, which touched by the skilful hand of art, 
flash out in the most brilliant colours, and a thousand other 
mystei'ious treasures, all overwhelmed and entombed beneath 
the ruins of a sunken giant w'orld. 

It is in a similar frame of mind that wx should approach 
and contemplate the vestiges of heroic tradition ; and I might, 
perhaps advantageously, attempt here to impart to my 
readers certain of my meditations on this subject, at least in 
as far as relates to the ]>oetry of our fatherland, but I shall 
confine myself rather to the task of rescuing from oblivion the 
solid, pure metal, of our earlier poetry, and bringing it once 
more into life and notice. There are enough already who 
make it their occupation to bring our early poetry into circu¬ 
lation in selections, or small portions, remodelled according 
to certain accepted ideas, or on a merely arbitrary plan. 
Since the time of Leibnitz and Echard, the knowledge of the 
German language has been very widely diffused, ns wxdl as 
the taste for old German poetry, due to the exertions of 
Klopstock and Bodmer, who are continually affording us 
specimens of those early compositions. During the last ten 
or twxlve years especially, a stronger national feeling has 
stirred within us, and the love thus kindled for the early 
poets of our fatherland has become warmer and more 
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universal. Still much indeed is wanting ere we can attain a 
perfect knowledge of German literature, which its great 
extent alone, independent of the insufficiency of materialR, 
would render a task of no little difficulty. Its extent will 
be but little lessened, even if the earliest* Saxon memorials 
be excluded, and only those poems admitted which were 
written in the upper German dialect subsequently to Ottfried: 
the boundary line between ancient and modern German 
literature being fixed in the middle of the seventeenth cen¬ 
tury, after the peace of Westphalia, comprising a period of 
nearly HOO years (from 870 to 1650). During that long 
period, German poetry underv/ont many changes, and even 
])o.sitive transformations ; it survived more than one ebb and 
flow of prosperity, and indeed many realms in the wide 
domain of its earlier operation are now unknown and for¬ 
gotten. Even in poetry, to which the genius of our nation 
and the taste of our investigators has ever been peculiarly 
directed, much remains to be sought out in a still more re¬ 
mote antiquity, and drawn from a far deeper source, before 
the spirit of German poetry, as it once reigned among our 
ancestors, can be awakened and rekindled amongst ourselves. 

In the Edda, as well as in the mythological traditions of 
the North, we discover an intense reverence and awe of 
nature, penetr.ating every feature of the German character 
and manlier of life, giving birth not only to high impulses of 
freedom, and lofty ideas of honour and nobility, but to the 
refining influence and gentler tenderness of love. Great as 
were the changes produced by the introduction of Christianity 
and its ameliorating influences, the same predominant feeling 
remained unaltered, and may be traced in every memorial of 
those early times: the same fundamental chord is heard in 
all the jioeins and romances of the. middle ages, it resounded 
througli the entire period of chivalry and knight-errantry, 
and still, as the great artery of northern life, it throbs in 
the heart of every people of German extraction. 

Tlie mythology of Odin ivas common to the Southern 
Germans and Saxons, as well as to all other Scandinavian 
peoj)le. Both those nations, though long divided and sepa¬ 
rated, bear the stamp of original affinity. It cannot, there¬ 
fore, he inconsistent w'ith natural appearances or the records 
of history, to trace the stream of German poetry back to its 
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Hortliern source, the Edda. In regard to the Celts, indeed, 
thfe pircumstances are very different, and their traditions and 
memorials are all alike sti'ange to us, and foreign to our feel¬ 
ings. But if the learned investigator of history find ample 
reason for distinguishing the Celtic and Gaelic tribes, as 
completely different in manners and habits from the German 
nation, still it cannot be denied that all the free people of 
northei’n Europe had many qualities and feelings in com¬ 
mon, and that their character and ideas hm'monised in many 
particular points, even before the introduction of Christianity 
cemented a atill closer union between them. 

The welcome reception which the poems of Ossian found 
in most of the northern countries of Europe, and the peculiar 
favour with which they have long been received in Germany, 
is a powerful testimon)' in corroboration of this assertion. 
How often have the bright glowing descriptions of Homer, 
and other ancient poets, been compared witli the sentimental 
melancholy of the Scottish poet; a type as it were of the 
peculiar genius and feeling, inherited by modern Euroiieans 
from their earlier progenitors. 

Incorrect as this comparison appears in many particulars, 
and little as we participate in the unqualified enthusiasm 
expressed by some admirers of Ossian, still the influence 
exercised by tliese poems on the public taste is certainly very 
remarkable. The spurious work produced by Maepberson, 
under the title of the poems of Ossian, has so long engaged 
the attention of the literary world, and its poetieal value and 
authenticity have been so much contested, tliat it can scarcely 
be superfluous to offer a few observations on the gcriKinc 
edition of Ossian, which lias recently been jivoinised to ns; 
and it will be the first object of these remarks to find some 
historical basis or foundation, on whicit the entire fabric may 
rest. Legends and traditions belong but partially to the 
spirit of poetry, and in an equal measure at least to the field 
of history. Neither of these elements should be considered se¬ 
parately, and in orfler fully to enjoy its old heroic jiocms it is 
even necessary to trace the incidents related in them to their 
proper period of time, and tlius transport ourselves into the 
world to which they belong, and approach the source from 
whence tliey sprung. 

After the failure of the last despairing effort, made by a 
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descendant of the Stuarts in the year 1746, to reconquer the 
throne of England, once the heritage of his ancestors; the 
government of that country considered it expedient^ as a 
means of checking such attempts in future, to abolish many 
old Scottish customs, and thus bind that people, who till then 
had been a distinct race in costume, manners, and ideas, in still 
closer union with England, and incorporate their country, now 
in a certain measure a re-conquered province, with the prin- 
cipal part of the Island in which was vested the sovereignty 
of the entire kingdom. Yet there exists, even now, a most re¬ 
markable distinction between the manners and ideas of both 
people, extending in a peculiar degree to works of fancy and 
imagination. The patriotism of the Scotch being, after that 
catastrophe, forcibly repressed, concentrated itself, as is fre¬ 
quently the case, in a more fervent love and veneration of 
old national traditions, and the memorials of their ancient 
fame. This disposition prompted the sedulous preservation 
of the songs of the Gaelic bards, and possibly also contributed 
to the enthusiastic love and veneration with which they Avere 
roccived in their mother country. All Europe, too, soon im¬ 
bibed the spirit of enthusiasm, and joyfully hailed the new 
apparition of the North whicli harmonked so wonderfully 
with tlic general feeling and poetical aspirations of the time. 

But when the hist tumult of astonishment had subsided, 
and the cooler influences of reason and judgment resumed 
their sway, doubts arose, in England more especially, as to 
the authenticity of those poems. The most cursory investi¬ 
gation of the old Heottislv ballads in the primitive Gaelic 
tongue, made it evident that Maepherson Jiad acted mOvSt un¬ 
fairly in his version of those early poems, treating them in 
an arbitrary and even negligent manner. At length a com¬ 
plete edition in three volumes, of Ibe poems of Ossian, in the 
original language, appeared in London, in the year 1807; and 
besides the translatit.ns and free; imitations of the belaboured 
and often falsified Ossian of Macjihcrson, with which many 
distinguished literati and excellent Gern^n poets — Herder, 
Denis, Goethe, and Stolberg, have since supplied us — we 
now also possess an edition of these poems conscientiously 
transcribed from the Gaelic original. (The Poems of Ossian 
from the Gaelic, in the original inctre, by Ch. W. Ahhvarts, 
Leipsic; pub. by Gdselien, 181J, 3 vols. 8vo.) By means 
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of this work, we are now for the first time qualified to decide 
on the authenticity and true merit of the entire composition. 

Many doubts have, it is true, been raised in England as to 
the authenticity of our Gaelic Ossian. Still there may be 
some tinge of prejudice in the unqualified depreciation and 
contempt with which the English have regarded the existing 
contest concerning Ossian, and their want of sympathy in 
the favourite themes of Scottish national poetry, may not be 
without some influence on their judgment. I must agree 
with the German translator on one important point at least: 
if it can be proved, by historical testimony, that many of 
Ossian’s songs were originally sung by the Highland bards, 
and have been preserved during a lorig period among the 
Highland clans, such strong internal evidence fully contro¬ 
verts the supposition that Maepherson and his Scottish 
accomplices fabricated and invented the whole; an opinion 
which the scepticism and party spirit of many h^arned 
Englishmen have maintained with almost unreasonable per¬ 
tinacity. 

It must be acknowledged that our possession of the Gaelic 
Ossian makes it now, for the first time, possible to arrive at 
some conclusion as to the period wlien the O.ssiimic pocjns 
were first produced and to which some among them being 
admitted to be ancient and genuine, must unquestionably be 
attributed. All conjectures based upon tlie translation of 
Maepherson must be discarded as without foundation, since 
Maepherson, anxious from mistaken patriotism to give greater 
antiquity to these poems, and carry them back even to the 
period of the liomans, has allowed himself in many instances 
to falsify the text. A remarkable proof of this is adduced 
by our German translator.* An opponent of Fionnglial, 
probably a chief or petty prince, of the Hebrides or the 
Carun, mentioned in the poen» Carthoun, is called the 
“ Schildburg Furst.” 'J'he translator mentions an equally 
mighty chief, styled by Ossian “ King of the Shield ; ” hut 
Maepherson transforms the epithet into that of “ King of the 
World,” and thence assigns it to the universal sovereign or 
Caesar of Rome. If the reader be prepan 1 to believe that 
these titles and personages exist in Ossian’s poems, it becomes 
easy to change Caracul, a prince of Carun, into the Roman 

* Alilwart, Part iii. p. 9. -17. 
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Caracalla, and to frame in connexion with this many similar 
misinterpretations and misapplications. Our translator re¬ 
jects these hypotheses as completely untenable, and all which 
carry back the period of Ossian to the time of the Romans. 
Whether they are intentional perversions of the text by 
Macphcrson, or whether, blinded by partiality, and misled 
by an insufficient knowledge of the Gaelic language, he read 
the passages ftilsely and applied them erroneously in working 
out his favourite theory, is immaterial, the historical results 
being the same in either case. 

This i’undamcntal error, however, by placing the Ossianic 
poems in the period of the Roman domination, fixes the 
point of actiou throughout at a much too early date, and 
thus exhibits the whole in a completely erroneous light. But 
having once dispersed that delusion, it is easy, by an unpre¬ 
judiced stialy of the poems themselves, to fix the sphere and 
period to Avliich they actually belong. 

The most important action recorded in the Ossianic poems, 
indeed tlie only one bearing a decidedly historical stamp, is 
tJiat of Fingal; one of the greatest exploits performed by 
the old Scotlisli warriors, in defending Erin, or Ireland, 
against the incursions of tl»e mighty Swaran, king of 
Lochlin. This suljiject lies, indeed, quite within the sphere of 
lii^torical ju'obability. Lochlin is described as a mighty 
kiiig(l(jm, wliich may account i'or the circumstance of a suc- 
cessi'ul resistance to its power being celebrated as a lofty and 
heroic deed. To decide from historical evidence, on the 
situation and extent of this kingdom of Lochlin is conse¬ 
quently a point of considerable importance. Lochlin, .say 
the commentators, must he either J utland or Norway; our 
translator leaves the locality undecided. Many voyages 
between Ireland and Scotland are of course described, toge¬ 
ther witli the adventures of the sea-kings and lieroes of Jut¬ 
land and Denmark upon those coasts, and the islands inter¬ 
vening. 

All the local indications in the poem seem, however, to 
correspond with Norway rather than Jutland. Lochlin itself 
is described as a woody, mountainous country, covered with 
continual snow, more rugged, wild, and ban-en than even 
the north-western shore of Scotland. But the circumstance 
that the Orkney and Shetland Isles arc said in the poem^to 
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be tributary to the king of Lochlin, is even more decisive. 
It leads directly to the certain epoch of Harold Harfagre’s 
reign. This powerful sovereign, first formed Norway into a 
kingdom, and after having brought it completely into subjec¬ 
tion, extended his conquests so widely on every side that the 
dominion thus founded in the distant north, though little 
known or regarded by the rest of Europe, might almost have 
rivalled that of France formed by Charlemagne, his prede- 
cessors and successors. Iceland, the <listant Iceland or Thule, 
so often sung by bards and historians, the chief seal of 
nortliern poetic art, was peopled, or at least repopulatc.d by 
the Normans fleeing before the establishment of monarchy 
in France, who probably in some of their more distant expe¬ 
ditions even reached the continent of Ameidca, and certainly 
occupied the islands lying between Jutland and the western 
coast of Norway, and occasionally made inroads into that 
country. The mighty sovereign of Lochlin, consetiuently, 
abandoned his own dominions in order to pursue the marau¬ 
ders into the adjacent islands, discover their lurking ])laces, 
and make himself master of the islands thCtoiselves. Ditlicul- 
ties must necessarily arise in fixing, with historical precision, 
the year in which the chief incidents in the poem ol' Fingal 
occurred, and reconnecting the usually trifling deviations 
between songs, which have for centuries been preserved and 
transmitted by oral tradition, and Bardic records, and the 
attested though often obscure facts of liislory. Still it may 
at least he considered certain that the kingdom of Lochlin 
wms a part of Norway, and that tlie poems of tlssian belong 
to the Norman perioil. This latter fact is umiuestionahle, 
even supposing that an adequate investigation of this some¬ 
what complicated subject should lead us to fix Fingal’s ex¬ 
ploits in the time of the Normans, but somewhat earlier than 
Harold Ilarfagre, and to u))derstaiid by Loclilin the coast of 
Denmark or Jutland, an explanation which does not appear 
to me probable ; hut in neither case could there be any great 
difference in the period. 

Early Scottish history bus been divided by the latest and 
most learned investigator of the antiquities of that country 
(Chalmer’s Caledonia, 4 vols. 4to. 1807,) into four distinct 
periods. The first is the. Koman, extending from 80 to 446. 
Of this we need not sj .eak, as (Issian’s writings are certainly 
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not so ancient. Then that of the Piets, 446-843. The 
Piets, as Chalmers, in opposition to Maepherson and his 
partisans, maintains and proves, were not of Teutonic, but of 
"Welsli-British origin, and allied to the Celtic inhabitants of 
Wales, and the tribes settled in Bretagne, in Prance. The 
third period is that of the Scotch. This people appear to have 
emanated originally from Ireland, a colony from that island 
having settled in Argyleshire, tlie country of Fingal and 
Ossian. The Ossianic poems, and the principal events re¬ 
lated of Fingal in particular, belong, as our translator in¬ 
forms us, to the period in which Scotland and Ireland, (in 
Gaelic, Alba and Eirinn,) ‘‘ were inhabited by a people of 
similar descent, language, and customs:” not, therefore, to 
the later period of the Piets, but rather to the Scottish 
period, which, according to Chalmers, extends from 843 to 
1097. This is succeeded by the Scottish Saxon, when the 
first Saxon colonics settled in that country; and Saxon 
customs, legislation, and language gradually gained the 
ascendant. 

The exploits and songs of Fingal and Ossian being once 
assigned to the period of the Normans, much that had before 
appeared obscure is elucidated, and diffyjulties which hither¬ 
to seemed insujierable vanish in a moment. The first we 
notice of these^ is the total silence observed with regard to 
the southern portion of the island of Great Britain. The 
Saxons, then reigning in England, were indeed so fully oc¬ 
cupied in defending their own dominions against the incur¬ 
sions of the Danes, that they had little time to devote to an 
invasion of Scotland. Both nations, too, were united by 
similarity of religious belief. The Anglo-Saxons were 
Christians, and that faith had long since been diffused in 
Scotland, although its progress was very gradual, and it 
was long before its dominion and authority was universally 
acknowledged. 

Many dwellers on the rocky fa.stnesscs of the distant 
Highlands, and many chiefs of the old tribes, were either 
ignorajjt of, or refused to accept the doctrines of Christi¬ 
anity. The worship of the Druids, however, had long been 
totally extinct; and this circumstance may account for the 
absence of any reference in those poems to their tenets or 
institutions, as well as for the peculiar Ossianic mythology, 
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or rather its total deficiency in that respect, — a deficiency, 
which contributes to fix the apparent origin of the poems at 
a period, which vacillating in an undecided medium, was 
partially free from crude and barbarous superstitions, yet 
not influenced by any pure spiritual faith. Ossian seems 
like a melancholy dcho from the voice of a ruined nation, 
the last vanishing shadow o^ man’s departing faith in an¬ 
cient mythology. Besides the spirits of departed heroes 
hovering around their mountains, shrouded in mist and 
cloud, Ossian knows no immortal or divine being : he names 
none, except the Loduinn, who, however, was worshipped, 
not in Scotland or Ireland, not in Alba or Eirinn, but in 
the distant realm of Lochlin, and ought probably to be 
identified with Odin, so long the supreme divinity of Scan¬ 
dinavia. It is as if the unhappy race, whose last expiring 
groans were heard in Ossian, liad no longer any divinities 
of their own, and therefore turned with longing hearts to 
the majestic heroes and demigods of the happier Scandina¬ 
vian north. 

It is not improbable that the worship of Odin had been 
introduced by the Normans into the Orkney and Shetland 
isles; and from the frequent mention made of him in the 
poems of Ossian, we are almost tempted to believe that the 
gods of Scandina\ ia Avere regarded Avith especial reverence 
and affection, at least by tliat race of heroes of whom Fingnl 
W'as the chief. Their e.xpeditions and voyages had conti¬ 
nually brouglit them into contact Avith tlie Scandinavian 
kings, and they had learned to knoAV eucli other, not in 
hostile combat alone, but at the banquet of friendship and 
hospitality; they Avere, in fact, linked in bonds of aftection, 
their alliance being still more closely cemented by a mar¬ 
riage with Trenraor, the ancestor of their race. 

“ King of Lochlin, snid Fingal, 

Thy blond flows in the veins of thy foe. 

Our fathers met in b.ittle. 

Because they loved the strife of spears. 

But often did they feast in the hall. 

And send round the joy of the shell.” 

Fingal, book vi. 

From this half Avarlike, half friendly intercourse with the 
Scandinavian heroes, the lords of LoclJin, Ossian probably 
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derived his knowledge of Odin. It must, in the first place, 
be admitted that the frequent references to Scandinavia, 
found not in legends and ballads alone, but apparent also in 
the daring actions and poetic genius of the Norman race, 
had probably some indirect influence in rousing the spirit of 
Gaelic song and kindling the fancy of* the Scottish bards; 
although the inventive and poetic faculty of Gaelic and 
Scandinavian, and, above all, of Celtic and Grerman min¬ 
strelsy, differ most distinctly. 

The new impulse which the genius of the Normans re¬ 
ceived after the time of H.-u’old Ilarfagre, like that which 
stirred in France and Germany in the period of Charle¬ 
magne, operated very generally in the development of tradi¬ 
tion and poetry. In the North, more especially in Iceland, 
the traditions of Odin, and the songs of the Kdda, were 
kindled into new life by the Normans who fled thither, and 
when Christianity reached the distant shores of Thule, were 
perhaps even more widely circulated and collected. 

Still the Norman race, who planted themselves on the 
further shores of France, seem, in embracing Christianity, 
to have discarded both the faith and the language of their 
ancestors. Yet the bold, romantic spirit which they brought 
with them from the North, continued during many centuries 
to be the peculiar characteristic of their race. They pro¬ 
bably were the first who recorded the deeds of Charlemagne 
and the brave Eoland, in the form of an epic poem. In the 
time of AYilliam the Conqueror they cari’ied the ballad of 
Eoland with them into England, and had a great and essen¬ 
tial share in producing the poetry of the Crusades. 

Tile exploits of Fingal, and the songs of Ossian, if 
assign to the former the earliest period in which they could 
possibly have occurred, and suppose the songs to have been 
almost contemporary with the actions recorded, cannot have 
boon earlier than the conclusion of the ninth or the opening 
of the tenth century. It accidentally happens that their 
appearance was simultaneous with that of many other grand 
poetical works. The development of the Edda in its present 
form took place about this time in Iceland, while the 
knightly deeds of Charlemagne and Roland became the 
theme of Norman song. The eastern poet, Ferdonsi, about 
the same time collected in his immortal work the history of 
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the traditions of jieP ancien^^ and warriora. 
, l!?ot iBUch later, too, the Danish Cid iKJrformM tliose cx- 
.’ploi^'which tVere almost immediately C6l6brate,d in heroic 
and irfade' the subject of charming songs and ballads; 
WJiile in Germany the song of the Niehehingen appeared, re- 
Jitihg the legend of Attila and of his last«marriage, — the 
^pftisfortunes inflicted upon Gennapy by the Frankish and 
Gothic heroes,'—no records of which as yet existed either in 
the Upper German or the Saxon language. • \ 

' All these woi-ks appeared in the very heart of that lang 
period of timb usually designated the “ night of the middle 
ages,” a term, perhaps, well fitted to express the isolated ex- 
jsteiK^ of nations and individuals, and the interruption of 
that nniversal, active intercourse prevailing in the later 
period of Eoman dominion. So also in respect to the gifts 
of imagination, which were no longer so widely and gene¬ 
rally diffliised, and because the business and ‘bccupation of 
the day was not then prosecuted with so much skill and 
dexterity as In modem times/'' that remarkable period in 
the civilization of mankind inay'^hdbed be termed a night; 
but how starlight, —how radiant was that night! Now, on 
the contrary,' we are wrapt in the gloom and Confusion of a 
lingering twilight. The stars wKich shone upon that night 
are dim, many of them sunk even below the horizon, yet no 
day'^has risen upon us ! More than once, indeed, men have 
. bid us bail the dawn of a now sun, bringing universal 
knowledge, happiness, and prosperity; but the results have 
by no means justified the rash anticipation; and it some 
promise still seem to herald the approach of day,-it is but 
the chill breath of the morning air, which ever precedes the 
breaking light. 

^ My observations on these Ossianic poems have been 
founded on the principle of conceding to them the highest 
possible antiquity, which is at all CDiisistent with historical 
truth, and at the same time acquiescing at once in their rela¬ 
tive authenticity. Certainly, unless the contrary be proved 
by extraneous circumstances, no internal evidence militates 
against the supposition th.at such a hero-race os that of Fingal 
existed on the north-west coast of Scotland in the ninth and 
tenth centuries; that it actually produced an Ossian, who, as 
bard and hero, celebrated his own exploits and those of his 
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rape. If his ponstant recurrence to th« melancholy remeau., 
brance of departed 'ancestors, and the ^lier period„'of ttheir 
glory, become by'frequent repetition monotonous end ■‘treary*” 
ing, still the continual interweaving of the person of the b(^ 
into the history narrated, affords a happ;^ poetical ?ind uni-' 
versal point ‘of .uniqn, and greatly contributes to enhance 
that fascinating interest with wliicTi the poems have inspiretl , 
go many" readers and heqrers, ■ The circumstance isj indeed, 
so peciiiliarly propitious,' that many succeeding b^rds 'have 
adopted the form once suggested, and wntten and sung a3^ if 
in Ossiarfs person. ,The discoveries made by other inyestH'; 
gators, in regard to the origin and transmission of ,bld apsgs 
in general, make it appear probable, if not certain, tha^ 
poems were originally distinct songs and romances; tbq cOm,-*'' 
plicated construction, and the confused interpolation of 
various episodes, apparently the work of a later hand, mqy 
thus be satisfactorily accounted for. 

The Ossianic poems may, from their general historical tenor, ' 
be arranged’ in one consqcfftive series, forming a record 
the histoiy, adventures, and exploits of the race of FingaJ; 
they may be further divided into three classes, aocording'to 
their intrinsic importance and their relation to the leading-'j, 
subject. The first class com|>rises songs commemorating the 
<lcliverance of Ireland by Fingal, from the assaults of the 
Kormans; these, in fact, are the pith and essence of the 
work. I place in the second the earlier Norwegian adven¬ 
tures and voyages, which tend to introduce the principal 
event'; and next, Fingal’s avenging the murder of thfe 
youthful king of Eirin, related in the poem “ Temora,” 

Although there is little internal historical evidence to dis¬ 
turb the probability of this general scheme, still it is quite, 
possible that many of the various songs, and the events re- ^ 
corded in them, wlictlicr of an earlier or later date, were 
merely intended as arljuncts of the principal theme. Poetjca| 
fictions relating to the parent are often younger than those 
of whieli the child is the subject; for when the legendary 
history of any great hero and his exploits is once known 
and popular, succeeding bards and poets, treading .easily 
in the path already opened for them, soon assemble round* 
him sons, ancestors, a whole race qf relatives and pro¬ 
geny, while the original history is Continually made thft. > 
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groundwork of new fictions and poems. A similar exclu¬ 
sive and imitative impulse displayed itself in the period of 
artistio poetry, re-copying and re-embodying every style and 
arrangement; and in older legendaiy times it worked in¬ 
cessantly upon thfe same material, prolonging and varying 
the theme once chosen lon^ after its original spirit had fled 
asMi its early vigour liad become exhausted. The last class of 
poems may comprise all the uncoimected adventures, and 
numerous episodes introduced, with the tragic tales of love 
and murder; these latter bear a strong resemblance to the 
later Scottish ballads, so many of which have appeared since 
the Percy edition, and in which the catastrophe is usually 
tragic, in these, however, a more truthful colouring pre¬ 
vails, and in some among them the gloomy national taste is 
much ameliorated by the influence of Christianity and 
chivalric- sentiments. I turn now to the Edda, to which I 
Tiave several times alluded in the course of my observations 
on Ossian, and which at this time engages the lively atten- 
rion of Danish poets and critics, while in Germany also 
Grater, Hagen, and Grimm have furnished us with various 
elucidatory labours, and give the promise of completing them 
by still more ample supplementary observations. 

In fact, if any monument of the primitive northern world 
deserves a place among the earlier remains of the south, 
the Icelandic Edda must, next to the German “ Niebelungcn 
Lied,” be deemed most worthy of that distinction. The 
spiritual veneration for nature, to which the sensual Greek 
was an entire stranger, gushes forth in the mysterious language 
and prophetic traditions of the Northern Edda with a full 
tide of enthusiasm and inspiration, sufficient to endure for 
centuries, and to supply a whole race of future bards and 
poets with a precious and animating elixir. The same deep 
reverence for nature, though invested with the splendid 
colouring of Eastern diction and imagination, is also found 
in th(f Persian Zendavesta, presenting a striking contrast to 
the Greek mythoh^y, which, amid the surpassing beauty of 
its exterior forms, was material in its inmost principle ; far 
different from the pure and less corrupt spirit of that severe 
“ paganism which inspired our German forefathers. The 
vivid delineations and rich glowing abundance and anima- 
•tMm, of the Homeric pictures of the world are not more 
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decidedly superior to the misty scenes and shadowy forms of 
Ossian, than the northern Edda is in its sublimity to the works 
of Hesiod. No other mythology, poetry, or art, can rival the 
Greek in highly intellectual development, and the external 
sensual beauty of form and style; but in its inborn con¬ 
ceptions of nature, in the ideas on which its structure is 
based, the Greek mythology must yield the palm to the Per¬ 
sian Zendavcsta, and the Edda of our own ancestors. The 
inexhaustible fertility and creative power of nature, repre¬ 
sented by significant material symbols, was the fundamental 
idea of Greek theogony, while in the perpetual interchange 
of hatred and love, in the attraction and repulsion of Eros 
and Eris, we trace the unvarying law of that natural dynamic 
force, which, continually revolving upon itself, tends back¬ 
wards to the nothingness of its primaeval source. The later 
atomic philosophy, from which the materialism of the modems 
borrowed its molecules, was latent in the old chaos of the 
Greek cosmogony. Single philosophers occasionally arose, 
who, rejecting and casting aside the old system of Greek my¬ 
thology, strove to exalt the simple original essence of nature 
concealed beneath the lifeless mass andrude veil of outer 
forms, and venerating that essence as water, fire, and vivify¬ 
ing air. Yet they were ignorant of that principle of light 
which is the purest of all merely natural elements, recognising 
nature as nature only, and not attributing to air, water, or 
fire those higher spiritual qualities with which they were 
endowed in the Northern cosmogony. The veneration for 
the elements, which was an essential principle in the Persian 
and German Theology, forms the purest and most spiritual 
part of the old belief in nature, and must not be confounded 
with the rude materialism prevailing among the Greeks, 
who suppose the world to have arisen from chaos, or to 
have been framed of self-combining atoms, treating nature 
in her boundless creative power merely as an animal of in¬ 
exhaustible productive energy. Notwithstanding the per¬ 
fection of sensual art among the Greeks, the spirituality of 
nature was entirely strange to them ; but it was commonly 
received and understood by the Persians and Germans who, 
in spite of the difference of climate and situation, are yet 
congenial in language, character, and manners. 

The spirit of the l^da is undoubtedly tragic; for a C0B« 
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fitant veneration and contemplation of nature, if unaccom¬ 
panied by a knowledge of the Supreme Divinity, invariably 
produces in healthy and vigorous minds a tragic and melan¬ 
choly impression of life; thus the inmost feeling of the 
poets of antiquity! in spite of the glowing brightness of 
thfeir representations, has c^ver been tragic if not gloomy. 
The light of hope and joy, in works of poetry or fiction, can 
emanate only from the rays of that sun of righteousness, 
truth, and love, which had never revealed itself to the genius 
of the ancients. 

The mythology of the North is also tragic ; yet its melan¬ 
choly is of a very different character from the gloom of the 
misty and almost idealess Ossian. Balder*, the most noble 
of the sons of Odin, falls a victim to inevitable death. Odin, 
the progenitor of heroes, the creator of light and of all 
things divine, is subdued in his last battle against the invad¬ 
ing powers of darkness; the ancient seers have warned him 
of his doom, and in order that he may have more warriors 
around him on that fatal day of combat, the result of which 
he foresees though unable to avert, he sends Deatli to sum¬ 
mon the noblest mortal heroes and assemble them in the 
Halls of Valhalla. Yet the tragic influence of this northern 
mythology, though deep and intense, is calmer and more 
gentle in its operation ; everything that love can inspire, of 
tender and beautiful, every glorious image that nature and 
the spring can supply, is interwoven with the traged}’’, tem¬ 
pering its mournfulness, while at the same time the true, 
valiant spirit of old heroic times gives life and animation 
to the narrative. 

Still, in spite of all that Suhm, Sandtwig, Thorkelin, and 
Nyerup have done towards elucidating Northern antiquities, 
the Edda remains a theme for study rather than a source of 
immediate enjoyment. It requirec to be interpreted by a poet, 
who combines clear and profound intellect with great powers 
of imagination,—who is capable of unravelling the mys¬ 
terious traditions and songs of the Edda, and transfusing 
them into poems which may speak intelligibly both to the 
outward senses, and to the deeper feelings of the soul. 

Fame reports that Denmark possesses even now such a 
poet and scald, inspired by the very spirit of Odin; and 
' See MalUfa Northern Antiquities, Bohn's Stfindard Lihrai-y, p. 117. 
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certainly during the latter half of the eighteenth -century, 
when the gifts of poetry had departed from all the other 
nations of Europe, no people except the Germans, produced 
any equally distinguished poet, or cultivated the art with so 
much success as the Danes. * 

We have in fact been wrong in so long neglecting and 
undervaluing the modern poetiy of the North, for each na¬ 
tive poet in that region stands in 'Inany respects far nearer 
tlie source than ourselves, and his productions, even if con¬ 
sidered only as guides or waymarks to the understanding of 
the Edda, will prove as such valuable, and entitled to our 
warmest gratitude. 

Grundtwig, a highly intellectual Danish author, whose 
work, “ Nordens Mytologi eller Udsigt over Eddalaeren, 
1808,” forms an instructive introduction to the study of 
Danish poetry, gives the following brief summary of such 
modern works as are connected with the themes of Northern 
Mythology. 

“ Ewald composed his ‘ Balder,’ and in that poem a dark 
resemblance of the majesty of the North breathed forth; 
but the poet himself, standing on the outer circle of the 
world he seeks to represent, is the more easily comprehended 
by those who, like liim, stand without. 

“ Tlic manly Pram felt that Thor would appear very 
ditfcrcntly in the sphere of nature, and in that in which 
he himself lived and sang. He saw the power of tlte North 
unfold itself in Stiirkodder, and often have I lamented that 
he turned away from — 

“ ‘ The muse who once inspired the Hunic seer 
With artless songs of free heroic fame, — 

Of fights wherein proud chiefs of glorious name 
The rock-like giants foil'd ; * — 

but trlancing around and discovering the feebleness and 
degeneracy of the times, broke out into an exclamation of 
sorrow, only too well founded: — 

“ * No lieart desires to hear thy glorions tone ! 

Who heeds, tiio' now thy thunders roll around? 

They fear, and flee, but Thee they honour not I' 

In his poetical despair ho turned to the pursuit of clear¬ 
ness and perspicuity alone, and although his natural genius 

s 3 
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forbade him long to submit to that cold rude school, he yet 
closed his eyes, refusing to look upon the miyestic form, 
which, considering the height on which he stood, must other¬ 
wise have been compelled to disclose itself to him. 

“ What can be skid of the remaining poets,—of those be¬ 
longing to that period which people have not blushed to call 
the golden time of Danish poetry ? probably because the 
purest gold would have been lost upon their dull sight and 
erring judgment. A period when all who cotdd write a 
vei’se, witli rhyme or without it, or even a tolerable song or 
ballad, enrolled himself, as worthy, in his own estimation, to 
rank among the poets and scalds. What could the North 
anticipate from such poets ? It had, indeed, good cause to 
fear them, for some few wished to tread in the steps of Ewald 
and Pram; and bewildering themselves in their efforts to 
attain that object, burdened their poetry with crowds of 
mythic words, and the names of ancient divinities. Every 
reader who has sense to appreciate true grandeur and beauty, 
will turn with disgust from such mythological sport; and 
while the praiseworthy sowers stand horrified and almost 
dumb with astonishment, because the empty husks do not 
spring up amid the rubbish and bring forth fruit a hun¬ 
dred-fold, the unhappy idea that Northern Mythology is but 
an empty unmeaning verbosity, takes deeper root in the 
minds of all who see it continually represented under that 
form without contradiction or censure. 

“ Baggesen had too much of the poet’s soul to become 
one of those who from the diction and phraseology of the 
Edda constructed stilts, in the fallacious hope of being 
thought sublime. Yet, with grief I acknowledge it, the 
injuries he inflicted on the divinities of the North were 
almost greater than they had endured from either of the 
others: for he had it in his power to injure them, and 
employed that power;—treating them with arbitrary hand, 
as if they had been his own peculiar property, he set the 
fool’s-cap on their heads, and held them up to derision and 
mockery. 

“ Thus stood the gods of our fathers; their crowns cast 
down, the sceptres broken in their hands, till Oehlenschliiger 
the Scald ventured to seek them where they stood in their 
.dfjeolation, yet illumined by a radiance whicji no shadows 
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could wholly obscure, no veil shroud from the eyes of the' 
poet. Often, indeed, did he believe that he had found them, 
when he grasped only their shadowy forms; often has he ‘ 
adorned them with stranger robes of southern gold and 
purple splendour, woven by his own skilful hand, because 
he too hastily overlooked their peculiar characteristic fea¬ 
tures. Still, what hitherto he hts not understood, the future 
will reveal to him, for he has power to comprehend; and 
even should it not be so, he will enjoy the eternal fame of 
having first inspired the North with veneration for its gods, 
and bestowed upon them such symbolic attire as was meet 
for their glorious fame.” 

To these names I would subjoin that of the critical writer 
Grundtwig, whose poem of “Freys und Grerda’s liebe” 
proved him to be, in the noblest sense of the word, a poet. 

A German Scaldsong also deserves to be associated with 
those Danish imitators and versifiers of the Edda, the “ Hero 
of the North” (Held des Nordens), by Friedrich Von 
Fouqu^. In this poem, inspired and fully penetrated by the 
spirit of Odin, the poetical art of the North stands revealed, 
in all its glorious beauty, to our enraptured gaze. The feel¬ 
ing in which this work is conceived will be best expressed 
by the following lines, extracted from the author's preli¬ 
minary address ;— 

“ Oh had ye but your noble fathers sought^ 

Asking their guiding aid and their\s alone. 

Long since, instead of morning's early dawn 

The day's waim sunshine would have sparkled round you. 

Ye would not! To the stranger's soul ye clung. 

And for yourselves ye wrought a stunted form 
Of foreign mould. ” 

This poem presents, in three divisions, a dramatic version 
of the entire legend of Sigurd, from the Scandinavian text; 
besides the Volsunga Saga, and other Icelandic Sagas already 
known, it contains also a few passages, never before published* 
from the old Saemunda Edda, as, for example, the Sigurdar 
Quida. The historical purpose of this Saga is the same 
as tliat of the Niebelungen Lied, varying only in a few 
single particulars. The first part relates to Sigurd’s heroic 
exploits and adventures, his two-fold love, misfortunes and 

death. The second contains an account of the avenging of 

s 4 
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liis murder, and the defeat of the warriors in Attila’s burg. 
The third, entitled Aslauga, relates the fate of his daugh¬ 
ter, who, for many years, lives unknown in the disguise of 
a shepherdess, but afterwards becomes the wife of King 
Eegner Lodbrok, so celebrated in Danish songs. The dra¬ 
matic structure adopted by the German poet was not, per¬ 
haps, essentially necessary.' A narrative epic poem might 
have been equally suitable; yet, in reproducing the poetical 
labours of the early Sagas, the dramatic form has at least 
this advantage, that many points which perhaps could not be 
quite clearly defined and explained are thus set more percep¬ 
tibly and in a more varied aspect before the eyes of the reader. 
I believe we shall do the German poet most honour by not 
dividing him from his work; but, adopting the spirit of his 
own introductory observation, “ the legend claims your at¬ 
tention, I but humbly follow it afar; whoever would wish 
it to be disguised, let him not accompany us.” The theatre 
of artistic vanity, and that style of poetry which ministers 
to the fashionable taste of the day, must be abandoned, ere 
the theme of heroic tradition can be worthily treated.; for it 
is the great prerogative of a legend that, instead of being a 
grand artistic composition, the creation of an individual 
min'd, its operation extends thi-ough many varying periods 
of time, and many generations of men and poets, like the 
spirit of undying nature, not owning any single earthly 
master, nor formed to bend beneath his arbitrary will. The 
German poet, in this hallowed grove of early poetry, has 
gathered for himself a crown of undying verdure, twined 
of the oak leaves of his fatherland ; without, therefore, dwell¬ 
ing longer on his own great poetical merits, as on a separate 
feature, let us rather turn to the study of the poem itself. 
In comparing the German Niebelungen with this Northern 
poem, the softer spirit of Christian chivalry which floats 
gently around the former, softening particular details and 
circumstances, gives it the superiority; still, in the Northern 
Niebelungen we ape sensible of a more profound feeling, of 
that prophetic foreboding supposed to reside in tlic works 
and in the operations of nature. Immediately from that 
fountain a stream of melancholy, desire, and love gushes forth, 
flowing on unceasingly towards us, and calling up long 
buried remembrances. We sec enthroned in flames the 
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heroic maiden, Sigurd’s first beloved.* When guilt has en¬ 
tered, and peace and happiness are for ever banished by 
I'evenge and cruelty, still the desert waste of the now com¬ 
pleted tragedy is lighted by some gleams of promise. As- 
lauga, the child of the most noble afii^tion, appears like 
the beneficent light of returning hope, and after many 
surprising adventures, becomes* the wife of Regner Lodbrw 
and queen of the Danish warriors.f Brynhilda is the riWSt 
prominent character in the Northern poem, and far ntore 
nobly portrayed than in the German; in this last-mentioned^ 
on the contrary, the character of Attila is less fearfully cruel, 
and, perhaps pven, is drawn in too favourable a light to be 
strictly consistent with historical veracity. The noble- 
minded, benevolent Rudiger is the perfect impersonation 
of a Christian hero, and could not have been conceived 
or embodied by a heathen imagination. Each version of the 
legend is thus seen to have its own peculiar features and local 
colouring. 

But how, it may be asked, can the Northern warrior 
Sigurd have become actor in a history originating among^ 
Frankish and Burgundian heroes, on the shores of the Rhine, 
and the scene of which is laid in Attila’s kingdom on the 
banks of the Danube ? This difficulty may be solved by the 
following consideration. The legend of the Niebelungen and 
of Attila, first sung in old Gothic songs, then transcribed into 
the Latin, or imitated in the Saxon, may indeed have been 
originally confined within one circle, although in the course of 
time much extraneous matter became interwoven with the 
original text. The Danish hero who reigned in Southern 
Jutland was not so very distant from Saxony nor from the 
northern German territory. Siegfried too, who granted 
his favour and protection to Witikind, the leader of the 


* Sec Brynliilda. HtrherVs Worhs^ vol. i. p. 149. 
f Ail tills history of Aslauga is completely at variance with Uerb^ 
and others, “ Regner*s wife by a second marriage was certainly named 
Aslauga, and she has here been erroneously identified with the ille^tixnate 
child of Brynhilda, by Sigurd, who lived in the time of Attil^ or in 
truth was Attila bimscif: but this is a gross error and anachronism/* 
Attila reigned from 433 to 453, and Regner Lodbrok is said to have been 
killed in 794. — to the Vying Song of Regner Lodbrok^ JJerherVa 
Workn^ vol. i. p. 294*; also Malkfg Northern AnUgnities^ Bokn^ S, 
p, 384,— Trans, 
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Saxons in their -wars against Charlemagne, might easily 
awaken- a remembrance of the ancient »^ried, and con> 
tribute to diffuse the traditionary glory of that name, and 
of the Jutland hero among both Saxons and Gtermans. 

In the last Austrian version of the Nicbelungen Lied, their 
native and favourite hero Rudiger is introduced, and a si¬ 
milar early, though scarce^ so remarkable, anachronism, 
may, in the Northern German version of the poem, have 
prompted the adoption of the Jutland warrior Sigurd. Still 
the anachronism is clearly proved, for although much that 
is merely fiction enters into the account of Sigurd in the 
Northern legend, his historical porition is ascertained by 
the marriage of his daughter Aslauga with the Danish king 
Regner Lodbrok, 730—794. Even in authentic history, 
some circumstances are related of Sigurd, the immediate 
predecessor of Regner Lodbrok, which decidedly appertain 
to the other Sigurd, the fabulous dragon-killer, Fafnisbane, 
and are borrowed from the German legend. We are, there¬ 
fore, justified in supposing the same to have occurred in 
other points, and it certainly could not have been easy, 
throughout both history and legend, to distinguish clearly 
between the two Rudigers, and decide the particular points 
in which one may have borrowed from the other. Anachro¬ 
nisms of this sort are frequently found in the heroic poems 
of the ancients, and arise from the influence of national par¬ 
tiality ; poetical and patriotic impulse have at least equal 
weight. Thus, in the instance of ^ncas and Dido, the 
Trojan hero is, according to history and chronology, some 
hundred years older than Dido; yet the poet unites them 
in the bonds of love. Similar examples might, no doubt, 
be cited in Homer, were we as capable of making historical 
comments on his poems as we often imagine ourselves to be 
of censuring and criticising them. 

The Northern legend, happily ?s it has been modernised 
by a bard whose mind was deeply imbued with its spirit, 
and who adhered closely to the text, is still, although so 
vividly represented, a tradition only, a memorial of earlier 
times, the echo of a former world. The most essential ele¬ 
ment in the poem is the fresh spirit of nature breathing 
throughout, a peculiarly Northern impulse, which is deeply 
implanted in our hearts, and is even more strikingly seen 
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in Shalcspeare, who, by its influence, enters completely into 
our daily world, and becomes again living and present with 
us. Shakspeare is, therefore, most justly acknowledged 
to be the favourite poet not only of the English, but of all 
nations of Teutonic origin; excepting o^ly when a foreign 
and unnatural influence intervenes, and people have alre^y 
become false to their original eh^cter and better feeling. 
What more can be said of this noble poet ? He is a man 
among his compeers, so many of whom, interpreting too 
literally that prerogative of eternal youth so willingly con¬ 
ceded to him, grasp at it and abusing it, fail. We may, 
indeed, apply to him the words of his own Hamlet: —- 

<< He was a man, take him for all in all 
We shall not look upon his like again.” 

Clear and intelligible even to the understanding of a child, 
wondrous and fascinating to the youthful imagination, he is 
still the friend and fellow traveller of the full grown man, 
the confidant of his thoughts and most serious feelings; when 
the prime of life is past, the poet is still his faithful com¬ 
panion ; many other associates, to whom he clung in youth, 
appear empty and frivolous, and while he marv^ to what 
they owed their former fascinating charm, our glorious Sbak- 
speare retains all his value to the last, unshaken by the few 
solitary blemishes, defects of taste, as they are called, which 
are sometimes pointed out, but which are in general merely 
the offspring of our own misapprehension. 

A parallel example exists in another sphere of intellectual 
exertion, widely removed from that of poetry. Although 
many, who profess to discern the golden era of the Latin 
language in the eloquent periods of Cicero alone, censure 
the silvery style of Tacitus, and trace in it the evidence of 
a declining and already degenerate taste, his works are still 
preferred to all others, and form the eternal handbook of the 
contemplative statesman, or the serious inquirer into the 
history of the world, 'fhe scope of this comparison may 
appear almost too extensive to be correct; still there is one 
point in which the genius of both may be exactly compared. 
Never, since the time of Tacitus, has the character of a 
tyrant been drawn with so much truth and energy as thast 
of Henry VHI. by Shakspeare, and yet, at the same time, 
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with BO little exaggeration, with such truth in the external 
expression and colouring, that his king-like daughter Queen 
Elizabeth could endure to witness the representation.* Henry, 
notwithstanding the vehemence and cruelty of his disposi¬ 
tion, was yet a slajve to forma. He played the tyrant in his 
own family and within the circle of his court; but his man¬ 
dates came from the depth of his cabinet, and his measures 
were often circuitous and indirect. He thus became reserved 
from his position, even if he had not been so by nature. An 
equally arbitrary and ambitious character has been portrayed 
b)- Shakspeare in Richard III. Yet the temperament of 
the latter is widely different from that of Heniy VIII., war¬ 
like and almost heroic, despising and spurning all restraints 
of form. The vigorous delineation of this character has 
been sometimes censured as unnatural and exaggerated; but 
those only judge thus who are ignorant of the depths of the 
human heart, or perhaps think it not expedient that those 
depths should be laid bare. Whoever has studied human 
life in its grandest proportions, and meditated on the records 
of history, will acknowledge the picture to be but too true 
to nature and probability. In the grand representation of 
human life which Shakspeare places before us, we see the 
whple world in movement and action. The ghosts of the 
past seem, as it were, wandering in the background, while 
their expressive forms and images point to the distant future 
and seem even to link themselves therewith. 

Having thus directed your attention to this peculiar pro¬ 
perty of Shakspeore’s genius, I would further remark that 

• “ Henry VIII. has somewhat of a prosaic appearance; for Sliaks- 
pearc, artist>like, adapted liiinself always to the quality of his innterials. 
If others of his works, both in elevation of fancy and in energy of pathos 
and character, tower far above this, wc have here, on the other hand, 
occasion to admire bis nice powers of discrimination, and his perfect 
knowledge of courts and the world. Whsi tact was requisite to represent 
before the eyes of the queen subjects of such a delicate nature, and in 
which she was personally so nearly concerned, without doing violence to 
the truth ! He has unmasked the tyrannical king, and to the intelligent 
observer exhibited him such as he was actually ; haughty and obstinate, 
voluptuous and unfeeling, extravagant in conferring fivours, .ind revenge¬ 
ful under the pretext of justice; and yet the picture is so dexterously 
handled that a daughter might take it for favourable.” { A. W. von SchUgeVt^ 
Dramatic Literature, Bohn’t Stariduid Library, p, 439.^— Trans. 
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he possesses, beyond all other poets, a profound and compre¬ 
hensive knowledge of the human mind and heart; a power 
which even his adversaries have never ventured to question. 

On this too is founded a far loftier fame and more per¬ 
manent reputation, than his talent as a dl’amatic poet could 
alone have procured him; a fame dwelling in a loftier re¬ 
gion than that of the ordinary stage, and completely inde¬ 
pendent of the laws of theatrical taste. 

Had Shakspeare not been endowed with higher merit than 
that of being the first and most excellent poet of the British 
stage it would be more difficult to bring the dispute concern¬ 
ing his merit to a distinct and triumphant conclusion. For 
every nation of peculiar temperament, possessing in the 
drama a general point of union for its intellectual strength, 
adajited to the requirements of the national taste, is led to 
cherish an undue partiality for its own stage and dramatic 
poets, disregarding and despising the peculiarities of others. 
Let us, merely for the sake of argument, imagine a French¬ 
man and a German disputing concerning the respective fea¬ 
tures and merit of Gdthe and Schiller, or Corneille and 
Racine. It will be seen at once that tlia contest is likely to 
prove interminable, as it is almost impossible to arrive at 
any satisfactory conclusion, that is to say, for either party to 
be convinced, or for both to understand each other. The 
numerous theoretical works and treatises written on the 
dramatic art give new nourishment to a contest founded on 
prejudices so difficult to eradicate. It might be almost more 
easy for a dispute concerning different j)oints of faith and 
doctrine to be satisfactorily decided than an argument on 
theatrical points, since neither party can be won to yield one 
liaii'breadth of their opinions or prejudices. The Frenchman 
carries his partiality for his own dramatic poets so far as 
even to compare them with Sophocles and Euripides, a 
parallel which may be more easily supported in France, 
where few people have any knowledge of Greek antiquity, 
than it could be in other countries, in which, as in England 
and Germany, classical learning is considered an essential 
branch in the cultivation of the mind, and absolutely indis¬ 
pensable to a good education, especially among the higher 
classes. We must not, however, deceive ourselves by the 
supposition that Spaniards or Englishmen, though less gb; 
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Ixusive and violent in their opinions, cling less firmly to 
Calderon, or to Shakspeare. How can it be otherwise, when 
tiiese gifted dramatic poets correspond so entirely with their 
national taste and requirements ? 

I have been ltd to express so decided a partiality for 
Shakspeare from the fact that he was indeed very diflTerent 
to, and infinitely gander than, a mere dramatic poet. I do 
not, however, believe that it would be possible to adapt 
Sh^speare’s method, and allow him to give laws to our own 
stage and drama, because I believe that every stage must be 
subject to pecuhar laws and forms suitable to the period of 
time and character of the nation. Whether the laws of our 
stage have ever yet been completely formed I must leave 
undecided. Shakspeare’s plans could not be made available 
with us without great modifications and alterations, and 
Schiller himself appears to have been at length convinced 
of this even in his treatment of details, although he com* 
menced by adopting that form as for at least as he had 
seized its intention. 

The lofty genius and profound schemes and arrangement 
of the English dramatist confer a far higher degree of value 
on his dramas than any mere form could bestow. Yet if the 
peculiar plan which he adopted be examined we shall discover 
that it was framed and fitted by his genius to convey all he 
desired; and this is but another striking instance of the 
comprehensive and piercing intellect which makes him so far 
surpass all other poets in the perception of the human cha¬ 
racter « this discriminating power did not abandon him either 
in the intention or execution of his work. There are many 
instances of this kind in the “Early English Theatre,”* 
in whidx I/udwig Tieck has made a most welcome offering to 
the lovers of Shakspeare. Pericles, which has been histori¬ 
cally proved to belong to Shakspeare, and concerning the 
authenticity of which not even the most incredulous now 
attempt to raise a question, is certainly one of his earlier 
compositions, and might indeed be called a poetical wood-cut: 
we ought not then to ask too much from it, but be content to 
find that as a poem, it possesses in due proportion the very 
features which in the time of Diirer distinguished a wood- 
cut. Such were the trifling beginnings from which Shak- 

* Altengliscbcn Theater. Beilin, 1811 . 
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speare’e matured genius arose. How many dfegreiM must he 
have ascended before he reached the zenith of his powers, 
and that energy and vigour of expression which characterise 
his later works! The “Pinner of Wakefield,”^ not writ¬ 
ten by Shakspeare, but belonging to hirf time, is a popular 
comedy, and remarkable from the joyous animation and 
genuine humour which prevaifs throughout. The dramatic 
rivals and predecessors of Shakspeare were rather over- 
educated pedants than rude and uncultured men of genius, 
and their style presents a clumsy imitation of Seneca, or of 
the French. Shakspeare confined himself entirely to the 
popular drama, which still survived the wreck of so many 
abortive efforts, a branch which, although in itself litde 
esteemed, has contributed greatly to the development of the 
dramatic art; it exercised great influence over the polished 
nations of antiquity, and even the slight vestiges remaining 
are valuable as lively memorials of national manners and 
customs. 

The old King John is, perhaps, the most remarkable play 
in this collection. Whoever can entertain a doubt as to the 
authenticity of this old work should read the scene between 
Hubert and the little Arthui-, when tte former is employed 
to put out the prince’s eyes, or that in which Arthur springs 
from his prison-wall and dies. Yet even this scene, when 
compared with the later work, strikingly illustrates the care 
and consideration which tliis master bestowed on the complete 
development of his original scheme. The scene' in the old 
play is indeed true, simple, mournful, and calm, but more 
commonplace and rhetorical, compared with the peculiar fea¬ 
tures of childish character, the sad spectacle of suffering in¬ 
nocence, which, Irom its very naivete and simplicity, touch 
the soul so deeply. This remark applies more particularly 
to that scene in which Hubert is employed to put oUt Prince 
Arthur’s eyes, and where the latter, by liis pathetic entreatiesi, 
at length w'ins him to abandon his cruel purpose. The 


* “ Pinner of Wakefield. See A. W. von Schlegcl’s Dramatic Literature, 
page 458. He there mentions the Pinner of Wakefield, and Grim, the 
Collier of Croydon, as belonging to a period before Sliakspeare, and both 
“ handled with hearty joviality ; ” the same play appears in Malone as the 
Pincr of Wakefieldand in Dodsley's Collection, as “ George a 
Greene, the Pindar of Wakefield.”— Sec also p. 276. infra. 
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treatn^nt,ia ihe«older work of th^ scede in which Arthur 
dies iRight alpfiost be preferred. 

This poet, who so often bring:s to light the deepest secrets 
of the human heart, (ind Who has such power to move and 
thrill the spul, as n6 poet ever, before or since, has possessed, 
comprehended by the aid of his own clear intellect and pene¬ 
trating judgment the whole variety and mystery of human 
existence. Since the time of Homer no pictures have been 
produced so life-like and universal as those which Shakspeare 
places before our eyes, comprehensively grand, yet faithful 
to nature, even in mitiutest details and personal character¬ 
istics. He -is the dramatic Homer of the North, of our North, 
the later, civilised, and polished North, no longer ruling by 
the power of nhture alone, but in the added strength of intel¬ 
lectual energy, ,a highly-developed world variously framed 
and moulded. 

Thus have 1 attempted to trace the poetic art of our fore¬ 
fathers back to its original root and source. What fruit that 
same ,ol4 root might have produced if planted beneath a 
s^theTn heaven, or what it may yet bear without doing too 
much, .violence to its original nature, will require separate 
investigation, and must be reserved for some future occasion. 
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CONTINUATION OF SHAKSPEARE’S DRAMATIC 
, - WORKS. 

i-lNthife precfeding treatise''on.the poetry of the North, I noticed 
at few of Shakspeara’s earlier dramas, translated by Tieck, 
•imd *pul^shed in bis “ Altenglischen Theater.” Altliougli 
^hese ^nurt)^ Ibave A:equently been rejected as worthless, and 
ardj ihddbd“ generally excluded from the editions of Sbak- 
apetme’s pl^s, I shall nevertheless annex a few observations 
on their peculiar style and character. 

Most of |hent Ijave been historically proved to belong to 
ShakspeaVe,,jior ivill their authenticity be now called in 
question .by^he'mqst profoufad ci-itics, yet they certainly be- 
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long to a much earlier p^iod,' tlinh Ijis other more geot^rally 
accepted works. In regard’to a few of the oth^ pieces, the 
internal evidence of tffeir authenticity is sufl&ciently decisive 
to be almost taken for a certainty. This is paifticulaTly the 
case with the old Kihg John. No orife who has really 
studied Shakspeare will deny the work in question to be his; 
yet, in comparison with the later*play, it affords aj%markable 
proof of the studious solicitude with which that great master, 
of his art worked out and completed the ideas embodied in 
his earliest outlines. v 

The Monologue spoken by little Arthur before he springs 
from bis prison walls, and its continuation after he has taketf 
tlic fatal leap, and lies witli broken limbs and mangled body 
at the foot of the tower, is in the old work to the fbUowii^ 
pur])ort. * 


* Enter young Arthur on the walls. 

Now help good hap, to further my intent 
Crosse not my path with any more extremes; 

I venter life to gaine my liliertie ; ^ 

And if I die, world’s troubles have an end. 

Fcare gi\L‘S disswade the strength of py resolve;* 

My holdc will failc, and then, alas, 1 fall; 

And if 1 f.tll, no question death is next. 

Better desist, and live in prison still; > 

Prison, snid I? nay, rather death than so. 

Comfort and courage cornc again to me, 

I’ll venter sure ; 'tis but a leape for life- ^ 

« * 

(He leaps down, and, bruising his bones, after he wakes from his 
trance speakes thus): — 


Hoe * who is nigh? some bodie take me i\p ' 

Where is my mother? let me spo?ik with lier. 

Who hurts me thus? speak, hoe I wiicre aye you gone? 

Ay me, poore Arthur, 1 am here alone ! , 

Why called I mother? how did 1 forget? 

--i ----- ”” ---■ I - ,11 ,—a T , 

\ * 

* Extracted fiom 'Fhe First and Scednd Past of The troubleshin^ * 
llniguc of King John, containing the Entrance of Lewis, the French 
king^s sonne; with the po) soning of King John by h Monke'; with ibe 
discoverie of King Richard Coidciion*<$ Base Sonne fvlilgarly named 
Bastard Falconbridge); als6 the death, of “SKiug, John, Swinstead 
Ahliey. As the) were acted by the Queen’s Mfiiestic’s Players, Written 
by W, Shakspeare, Imprinted in Lohdon by Vklcatilbe Simmes, fitt 
John Ilelme, 1611.”— Trans. ' ' 
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My falle—my falle — hath killed my mother’s sonne ! 

How will she weep at tidingnsl of my deathe. 

,My deathe indeed; O God \ my bone.s are burst! 

Sweet Jesu, save my soul! forgive my rnsh attempt ! 

Comfort iny^ mother, shield her from despair 

'When slie shall liear my tragicke ovcrthrowe ! 

My heart coutrols the ofHce of my tongue. 

My vital powers forsake my bruised trunke; 

I die, I die! heaven take my fleeting suule, 

And, lady mother, all good hap to thee! 

The passage just quoted cannot full to remove every re¬ 
maining doubt that may exist in regard to the authenticity of 
the old play: for what other poet could have dictated it ? * 
In the later drama the two following lines are substituted for 
the original monologue: — 

** Alas! niy uncle’s spirit is in these stones ! 

GocTtake my soul, and England has my bones 1'* 

This circumstance gives the old work greatly the advantage 
in reading at least, if not also in i)oetical value. I iinaginc 
that beautiful speech must have been thus curtailed and 
sacrificed, because too long to be recited on the stage, in so 
painful a position. How rich must that genius have been 
which could sacrifice so much beauty, and yet possess an 
inexhaustible store from which to replace it! It is also 

* Steevens decidedly rejects this play, although he had once supposed 
It to be genuine. The following observations by him are copied from 
the introductory preface to “ King John,” in his last edition of Shak- 
fipieare'e works: —“ There is extant another play of King John, pub- 
~ ^hed in 1G11. Shakspeare has preserved the greatest part of the conduct 
oiTit, os well as the number of the lines. What most inclines me to think 
it the work of some contemporary author, is the number of (juntations 
firom Horace, and other scraps of learning scattered er it. There is, 
likewise, a quantity of rhyming Latin and l^ilad metre, in a scene where 
the * Bastard’ is represented ns plundering a monastery; and some strokes 
of humour, which seem from their particular turn to have been evidently 
' produced by another hand than that of Shakspeare. Of tliis play there 
is said to have been an edition in 1591, [printed] for Samson Chrke, but 
.1 have never seen it; and the copy in 1611, which is the oldest I could 
. find, was printeci *for John Ilelme,* whose name appears before no other 
of the plays of Shakspeare. I admitted this play, some years ago, as 
Sliakspearc’s own» among the twenty which 1 published fronc) the old 
editions, but a more careful perusal of it, and a further conviction of our 
poel’k cttBtom of borrowing plots, sentiments, &c., dispose itie to recede 
that opinion."— Steevens. — Trans. 



SHAKSPEi-BE. 


PART IV.] 


275 


worthy of notice, that in the prison scene between Hub^ 
and Arthur, the noble boy, ifWiis attempts to soften the rugged 
heart of his stern tormentor, speaks most of God, and of the 
fearful retribution prepared by eternal justice for all who 
commit such deeds of cruelty and guilt. * In the later drama 
these motives, which grand and j)oetical as they are still seem 
perhaps a little commonplace,-are no longer dwelt upon, but 
the exquisite pathos of the little prince’s childish prayers 
and entreaties wakes every latent emotion of sympathy and 
compassion in the heart. 

I cannot, however, entirely agree with the translator, in 
considering the old Kin^, John so decidedly superior to the 
second version. Besides the passages already cited there are 
many others which establish the authenticity of the woi^ 
beyond all doubt or question ; yet, in the details, there is un¬ 
deniably great roughness and want of polish ; particularly in 
that scene in which the bastard indulges in so much coarse 
invective and contemptuous satire of the monks and nuns. 
The whole of the later piece is written in a more profound 
and iiniversal spirit; while the motive of the first appears to 
be a certain narrow patriotism, and that characteristic abhor¬ 
rence of the papal power which distinguished the early 
English. The sense of the piece appears to be condensed 
into the concluding verse*: — 


“If England’s peors and peasants remain united. 

Neither France, Spain, nor Pope can do us injury.” 

Or, as in the modern play, — 

“ Sought can make us rue^ 

If England to herself will he hut ^rwc,” 

The period immediately succeeding the destniction of the 
Spanish Armada, is that assigned by the German editor and* 
translator to the first appearance of this drama. The pa¬ 
triotism and strong national feeling recognised in it, are 
indeed quite in accordance with the spirit of that time. This 
littleness of feeling is not found in the' second play ; and 
besides the vicissitudes to which royalty is exposed, displayed 
in that fearful tragedy, the poet’s grand object appears to 

• Tha last page of tlie old play of King John before quoted iS want* 
ing in the copy in the library of the Britlsti Museum._ Trans. 

T 2 • • 
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have been to exhibit the decree in which justice and mercy 
are usually seen to operate in political deliberations and deci¬ 
sions. It is a bitter satire on the confused instincts of the 
populace and ordinary politicians; founded on the deepest 
knowledge of mankind and of the human heart, and particu¬ 
larly directed against that unregulated hatred of the papal 
power, the mere assertion of which was sufficient to ensure 
to any politician the reputation of surpassing intelligence 
and discernment. The later King John remarkably illus¬ 
trates the progress of the poet’s mind, not in his peculiar art 
alone, but also in his knowledge of the world and of human 
nature. 

The Pinner of Wakefield* is one of the remaining Dramas 

* Goorfje a Greene, tlie Pindar of Wakefield, was first printed in 1599, 
.and is to be found in Dodsley’s collection of old plays. The plot of this 
play (which is not divided into acts) is founded on an ancient ballad, and 
the scene lies at Wakefield inYorkshirc. This George a Greene was a man 
of great and ancient renown; there is a peculiar history of his life written 
by one N. W., 8vo. 1706, and lie is mentioned by Hudibrits part ii. 
cant 2. line .805. 

(^Theatrical Records.) 

This play is, in Dodsley's Catalogue, 1756, ascribed by Anthony Wood 
to John Hey wood, who died 1564-See note by Dodsley subjoined. 

dodsley's PREFACF to TJIK PtVNKR OF WAKEFIELD. 

I cun pive no account of the author of tliis piece. The story seems 
to have its foundation in liistory. or at Jeast in the particular traditions 
of the town of Wakefield, And by the style it docs not appear to have 
been wrote much before the time it was^rinted. whicli was 1599. It is 
said in the title-page to have been acted by the Karl of Sussex’s servants, 
and is ascribed by Philips and Winstanlcy to John Heywocid, the author 
of the interludes; but 1 believe any reader of judgment will easily per¬ 
ceive they must be mistaken.” 

Pinnert or PtnrJar, probably means a sort of constable, or bailifi^ —See 
Supplement to Jamieson's Etyniohjirical Dictionary. To pind^ p^nd^ 
v.n. to distrain. “ Ancut, a horse of Johne Clinrteris pyndlt he the said 
John Maxwell sernandls of his coTPiuand, the said John Maxwell grantis 
that the said horse was ridden afler he was ])yndir.'* 

Poinder of cattle; keeper of t!ie pound; Huloct. — Todd’s Johnson. 

Mr. Malone, in his account of the rise and progress of the English 
stage, gives copies of some old registers of plays |>crlbrined between 1591 
and 1597, in which in the year 1599, on the 8th of January, “ the Piner 
of Wakefield” is stated to have been acted “ by the Earle of Sussex his 
men.” — Malone’s Prolegomena to Plays and Poems of W'llliam Shak- 
spearc, ed. 1821, vol. iii- p. 300.— Trans, 
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translated in the “ Altenglischen Theater.” I have already 
noticed this piece in the treatise on Northern Poetic Art, as 
not generally attributed to Shakspeare, from the absence of 
any historic^ evidence of its origin and composition. Still 
it is by no means unworthy of the master*8 hand; not merely 
from the jovial humour and vigorous delineation of character 
which distinguish it, but also from the clear, strong intellect" 
perceptible throughout. On first reading it, many years' 
since, I unhesitatingly pronounced it to be the work of 
Shakspeare, from this latter quality alone. This powerful 
interaal evidence is also corroborated by the circumstance 
that it would be almost impossible to point out by name any 
author of that period capable of producing so skilful a dromai 
As more decisive proofs are wanting, I must, however, leave 
the question at present undecided. 

The same remjirks may with justice be applied to the 
“IMcrry Devil of Edmonton,” ])ublished in the second part 
of the “Altenglischen Theater,” which has recently appeared, 
but from internal probability, scarcely seems worthy of being 
attributed to Shakspeare. Y(;t I know not why it should 
seem incredible, that among his numerous early productions 
and experiments, one or two should be found to border on 
the ordinary and commonplace. In the old “King Lear,” 
for example, he descends to tluj verge of mediocrity, prompted 
probably by a desire to approximate more closely to the type 
of his beloved stage-plays, and renounce that lofty grandeur 
which raised him so lar above the ordinary standard of the 
boards. 1 quite agree in opinion with the translator, who 
undoubtingly ascribes this work to Shakspeare, from certain 
peculiar habits and forms of expression there recognised, as 
well as other quaint terms of speech, which he never entirely 
laid aside ; the most important among these, doubtful pieces, 
which, though proved to he genuine, certainly belong to the 
earliest period of his youth, is the old drama of “ Locrine,”* 
the authenticity of which is vouched by historical and in¬ 
ternal probability. I fully concur with the Translator in 
his judgment of this majestic tragedy, and the poetical 
value to be assigned to it. He esteems it one of the earliest 

• “ Locrine," printcfl in 1595. It appears amongst the plays as¬ 
cribed to Shakspeare, in Malone’s edition (1821), vol. ii. p, G82._ 

Trans. 
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of Sliakspearc’s works, M'ritteii before lie had visited Lon¬ 
don, or the theatre, under the influeiicc of a strong patriotic 
feeling excited by the domestic dissensions which distracted 
Sngland during the later years of the life of Mary Stuart, 
dividing that countty into parties, and giving lusc to fears of 
foreign invasion. Notwithstanding the many great beauties 
of tliis drama, it is decidedly unsuited to the stage. The 
poet’s predilection for gigantic grandeur, and everything 
rare and wondrous, is here peculiarly apparent. Many of 
the speeches remind us of that of the rude Pyrrhus in 
“ Hamlet,” which is unquestionably borrowed from some 
earlier play ; and it contains the plot, in embryo as it were, 
of the chief part of the later work of Shakspeare. 

Thus Tieck reasons, incidentally, in his Preface to “ Lo- 
crine,” and I object only that he docs not express himself 
with sufficient warmth or decision in regard to the poetical 
merit of this lofty tragic poem. Were I to attempt to illus¬ 
trate in few words the progress of Shakspeare’s genius, I 
should enumerate, Locrine, liomeo, the series of llistorical 
Plays, and “ King Lear,” as marking the principal grada¬ 
tions of his splendid career. “ Locrine ” must certainly not 
be omitted in this series, and although being merely a sketch 
it is deficient in point of execution, in intrinsic grandeur of 
the conception it is inferior to none. One innate and never 
forsaken impulse of Shakspeare’s genius is peculiarly ob¬ 
servable in ‘‘Locrine;” that faculty of seizing and repre¬ 
senting the problem of life in its grandest proportions, and 
bringing the strife and opposing elements of the world’s 
career in all their actual vigour upon the tragic hoards. 
Still the stern inflexible grandeur of the youthful poet’s 
bold and lofty genius, in its first upsoaring, seems rather 
disposed to crush the then feeble stage beneath his powerful 
foot, than to call up for its embellishment any fleeting yet 
brilliant apparition. This very circumstance makes the play 
of “ Locrine ” one of the most important of the earlier pro¬ 
ductions of Shakspeare. It shows clearly at w'hat an immea¬ 
surable distance the poet stood apart from the arena for 
which he wrote, and the world which he depicted. It shows 
to what an abyss of degradation bis giant mind must have 
abased itself, to what a falsification of his own principles, 
and denial of his powers he must have descended, ere 
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he suffered himself to cling exclusivelj to the stage, far 
superior, as, then existing in England, it may have been to 
the modem theatre. * 

This contrast becomes very apparent if we compare with 
the tragic grandeur of “ Locrine,” (not thfe old “King Lear,” 
the authenticity of which is not universally admitted, but) 
“ Pericles,” and the old “ Kin^ John,” both of which be¬ 
long unquestionably to our poet. And yet, even in these, 
the compulsive effort is so far apparent, that we feel the 
poet’s representation was not inspired by any impulse from 
within, but rather by an effort to depict in the most harsh 
and glaring colours that external world which was to him 
so strange, and to point out the surprising errors therein 
existing in their true light, as they were discerned by bis 
powcrl'ul and discriminating intellect. Yet the true in¬ 
tention, in which the poet threw off his pictures of the 
world and of human life, is more distinctly understood by 
considering the wide difference between them and his lyric 
and idyllic poems. The former, severely drawn, as if by the 
power of the intellect alone,, unenfeebled by softness or 
tenderness of feeling; the latter presenting a clue to the 
inmost sentiments of the poet, which'are in them revealed 
almost without any intermixture of external influence. These 
poems and sonnets are indeed well worthy of serious con¬ 
templation. Considering the almost universal tendency of 
his own efforts, it appears singular that Shakspeare should 
have thought this free style, in which he followed Spenser, 
worthy of such high consideration, although so completely 
unsuited for theatrical representation. He appears to con¬ 
sider it the loftiest, and indeed the only style of poetry W'ell 
deserving that name, and treats the dramatic branch in 
which he was himself so great a master, with almost unjust 
depreciation and contempt. Altliough Shakspeare in his 
dramas frequently adopted the early popular comedy, as well 
a.s old national songs and ballads, and notwithstanding the 
decided preference he evinced in early youth for Italian 
novels and romances, and every branch of Southern litera¬ 
ture, he never appears to treat any themes with so much 
seriousness and enthusiasm as those selected from the 
heroic chronicles of his nation. The series of historical 
plays founded on the events recorded in those chronicles, 

T 4 * • 
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seem, to form almost an epic poem, and as .the poet him¬ 
self felt and acknowledged, far surpass the narrow limits of 
the stage. 

This and other considerations lead me to place Shak- 
epeare, although Jnquostionably the first dramatic poet of 
4ii8 nation, and, as such snrhassed by none, on a far loftier 
‘^inence, and, independently of the perfection of his dra¬ 
matic art, to recognise an him a far higher order of poetry, 
isource of which is purely and essentially northern and 
Oenrjan. 

' In the present time especially, when the love of poetry in 
our country is So shattered and broken up by petty prefer¬ 
ences and partialities, this poet may be made the instrument 
of uniting our divided parties. Those who have seized merely 
the outward form and garb of antiquity, instead of its rich 
abundance of fancy and imagery, — those, in short, whose 
errors tend more or less to antique stillness and formality, 
unle.ss all idea of pleasure derived from the rhythmical flow 
of words, and the love of poetry itself, be actually crushed 
and trodden out in their hearts, will attach tliemselves 
to Shakspeare, for his genius is ino.st in harmony with the 
antique preferences of modern poets. The spirit which, next 
to the antique, seems most predominant among the writers of 
our day, is that which holds ignorance and neglect of study for 
tiie most decisive proofs of genius. The believers in this 
doctrine are ever bent on imitating, or rather counterfeiting 
the very qualities in Avhich they are most deficient, and 
which they have least power to attain, and are perpetually 
mistaking childishness for simplicity, confounding the popu¬ 
lar with the vulgar, and instead of the golden lyre of Apollo 
or the heroic harp of northern bards, each, familiar only 
with the bagpipe of St. Monday, makes its unpoetical drone 
resouqd through all his works. 

Shakspeare, the grand, deep-souled master of all true 
poetical beauty, may, by the weight and irresistible i)ower 
of his genius, minister most effectually to the setting aside of 
these insignificant trifles, produced by the fashionable tem¬ 
perament of the day. 

Yet there are those amongst us who embrace a better and 
nobler aim, rejecting the vulgar no less unconditionally than 
Ae mere antique. Nor do they err in holding romance to 
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be the vital element of poetry, and the most appropiiate 
sphere for the development of modern German art Stil^ 
thougli it is an incontrovertible principle that poetry,.if 
true to itself, will ever be a creation of fancy and imagin¬ 
ation, the same features, too frequenfly and exclusively 
repeated, will produce feeble and degenerate works, uiSesS 
combined with that tragic and heroic grandeur, that deep 
solemnity engendered by constant meditation on life and the 
human destiny, which in Shakspeare ever speak so vhidd^ 
and intelligibly. Shakspc^vc’s writings are romance through¬ 
out. He avoids with evident aversion that afiectdition, of 
classical learning, to which so many poets of his ^nie were 
addicted; and also rejects that merely modern poetry, which 
is the slave of fashion and of circumstances, and i^ually be¬ 
comes insipid when it should be sweet,—turns patBos into 
fretfulness, and in the vain pursuit of nature and simplicity, 
degenerates into unmeaning commonplace. Shakspeare, the 
prince of poets, was romantic in the selection and treatment 
of his subjects ; and notwitlistanding the degeneracy of which 
we complain, examples of a similar kind are found in abun¬ 
dance among the stage-writing poets pf his day; but it is 
chiefly by his superexcellent vigour and bold freedom that 
his writings are distinguished from the need-and-help dramas 
(Noth-und-huUs Dramcn)* of our own stage. Shakspeare 
was truly romantic, but in the right spirit; his fancy was 
not merely glowdng and sportiv<‘, but profoundly grand and, 
in the truest signification of tlie term, romantic. 

The attempt to adapt foreign forms to any national stage 
will usually prove quite fruitless, for the theatre of any 
country must be subjected to its own appropriate laws 
and government; and these we arc more likely to find, 
adapted in just proportion to the true object and require¬ 
ments of our German stage, in the lyric poems of Shakspeare 
than in his historical dramas. Singular as sucli aii assertion 


• “ Notli-und-hiilfs Dramen.” This term is scarcely susceptible of 
translation : it applies, probably, to dramas of a very inferior though po¬ 
pular character, in which, as in some commonplace novels, the personages 
appear to be thrown into situations of forced distress and necessity, 
merely that they may be assisted and saved by a connbination of other 
circumstances equally forced and unnatural, and palpably contrive! for 
the occasion,—IVanit. 
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may appear, Calderon assimilates more closely to our stage 
in mature experience and the lofty ideal of dramatic art tlian 
the English poet. Apart, however, from that peculiar con- 
sidei-ation, and the false imitjvtivc experiments arising from 
it, I should, in acc6rdance with the principles before laid 
down, pronounce Shakspeare to be the true and only founda¬ 
tion on which any better feding for the art in Germany is 
likely to be raised. A high sense and feeling for poetry is 
most likely to be universally developed by a deep study and 
full comprehension of that poet’s genius, and thus all the 
various parties, and the devious courses pursued in our 
literature would gradually disappear, and ere long be en¬ 
tirely lost. It would scarcely now be possible to counsel a 
revival of the earlier French taste, the so called poetic art 
of a Boileau, Batteur, or Godschied, yet in the general 
anarchy prevailing in regard to taste and beauty, it is not 
alt<^ether surprising that some voices plead even for a re¬ 
turn to that neglected path. Not, however, to such a retro¬ 
grade movement does our mission tend ; rather, enriched by 
retrospection and the garnered wisdom and experience of 
the past, let us look steadily forward, ever advancing on 
pur way. 



iHonntt German 


ON 

THE GER]VL\J^ PAINTINGS EXHIBITED AT ROME 

IN THE YEAR 1819. 


The exhibition of modern German paintings in the palace 
Calfarclli, at Rome, which was fitted up and arranged for 
that purpose, by permission of the cpnsul of the I^ussian 
embassy, formed one of the most remarkable features con¬ 
nected with the presence of the imperial court in that city, 
once the capital of the world, and so long tlje focus of the 
arts and the point of union for all amateurs. 

The public journals gave a lull account of the visit with 
W'hich his Imperial Highness honoured the exhibition,' but 
as yet no detailed examination of its merits, as an assemblage 
of works of art, has appeared; at least no work, fully de¬ 
serving such a title, or in any degree accomplishing that 
design. Yet the German exhibition seems well entitled to 
careful investigation, both as a romarkuble feature of the 
times, and in reference to the present condition of the arts; 
besides which, it possesses great intrinsic value, from the 
richness and faricty of tlic compositions exhibited, far ex¬ 
ceeding all that have been produced by any other modern 
and rising school for a long period of time. It is most gra¬ 
tifying and delightful to witness the universal and well- 
directed aspirations of so much varied talent, as it must 
be clear to us all, that excellence, instead of springing 
up spontaneously like the grass of the held, cannot be 
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attained without much careful study and cultivation. If, 
among the numerous inditTeront, or even bad pictures, 
which usually preponderate in an exhibition like the present, 
we find many good, and a few of distinguished merit, we 
may reasonably anticipate, from the united efforts of so much 
natural and varied talent, a successful and happy reaction in 
the art generalI3^ 

Tlie exhibition was, on the w'holo, favourably received by 
the public, both in regard to individual performances and 
the rising talent here, for the first time, displaj'cd in a higher 
order of conceptions, embracing a wider circle of ideas. 
Great and well-deserved praise was bestowed on the two 
Schadows, Philip Veit, Wacli, and others; for the public, 
when left to form an unbiassed judgment, usually decide both 
judiciously and kindly. Opinions were divided on some 
other points, and many dissentient voices were even mist'd 
to depreciate the exhibition. It w'as considered to be the 
general defect of the modern German school, and urged 
against it as a subject of reproach, that it digressed into the 
old German manner; and consetiuently, although great 
commendations were awarded to individual merit, which the 
greater and better part of the public failed not to discern 
and acknowdedge, it wnis generally asserted that the artists 
of that school were entering upon an irregular and false 
path. 

I design in this treatise to inquire into the cause and 
origin of this general censure, and to ascertain in Iiow far 
it may be applicable either to the entire school, or to parti¬ 
cular individuals and their productions 5 but as numerous 
points require to be noticed, befoi-e forming a judgment in 
either case, I shall first remind my readers of such consider¬ 
ations as appear to me of most essential importance. 

Before, however, I inquire into the correct or incorrect 
application of this very vagu (3 censure, I must attempt to 
anal3'^8e the idea and define it correctly, so tliat, having suc¬ 
ceeded in attaching a precise meaning to the term, we may 
the better understand in what sense it is usually received and 
employed. 

If the phrase were intended to convey the idea of incorrect 
design, common or exaggerated expression, cold, unnatural 
colouring, or any other positive fault in painting, it would 
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be easy to determine whether such an objection were well* 
founded or not: easy at least to all who, with a naturally 
correct eye, have a cultivated taste, and some knowledge 
of the real excellencies of the art- If, on the contrary, 
the reproach of mannerism only be intebded, our judgment 
becomes confused, as this latter term cannot so easily be 
defined, and wanting requisite" precision and distinctness, is 
susccqrtible of the most various acceptations and interpreta¬ 
tions. But if, as applied in judgment or censure to works of 
art, the term Early German refers only to a certain style 
once historically existing; the misconceptions which easily 
attach themselves to so conventional a form of speech become 
interminable, and the judgment must be proportionately be¬ 
wildered and perplexed. It is, therefore, necessary strictly 
to examine the principles on which this term is founded, 
that the confusion of our ideas may be cleared up, and the 
opinion expressed by it distinctly understood. 

Neither painting, nor any other high science or art, can 
break loose entirely from the chain of tradition, nor, denying 
or rejecting every principle of past times, enter at once on a 
new and untrodden path. Each artist should rather prefer 
to link his genius with an earlier period, whether he aim at 
opening for himself a new path, the pursuit of which may 
lead to unexampled excellence, or whether it be his desire to 
raise the bewildered taste of the degenei’ate art to its original 
grandeur and sublimity; no such object has ever been accom¬ 
plished without the study, and, perhaps?, even the adaptation 
of an earlier style. It frequently happens that when the ordi¬ 
nary manner of painting seems quite exhausted, and all minds 
are weary of the same monotonous path, a new and sudden 
impulse throws the art into a foreign channel, or prompts its 
return to such ohl themes and treatment as appear novel, even 
from their antiquity. 'I'his was the case in the time of the 
Emperor Hadrian, who wislied to revive the ancient Egyptian 
style in architecture.* A religious object, however, may 

* Adrian endeavoured to reanimate paganism, and to make it once 
more the basis of the empire :md of jxiblie life: for tliis purpose bo had 
recourse to the more profouiul and austere theology of Egypt, and that 
new Egyptian style, which characterises the later monuments of Roman 
art, w.^s connected with the eni)ieror's ])redilection for the old religion of 
Egypt.— A. fr von Schtr;/cl i Philo'op/iy of History, Standard Library, p.S92. 
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have prompted this attempt rather than the requirements of 
the art. Since this fact can merely be noticed here as an 
example, I shall leave the closer investigation of the subject 
for a more appropriate occasion, together with the question 
vrhether at such a period the true interest of the art is most 
«B8entially promoted by a sudden spring onwards, or by a 
bold and daring return to its own original form. It is 
enough to observe, that eveiy period in its last manifestation 
of power has produced much worthy of study, and of at least 
comparative excellence; as in that brief revival, to which I 
have already alluded, when heathen art blazed forth anew 
before its final and irretrievable extinction. Returning to 
the art of painting in our modern Christian time, it has long 
since been decided, by those who are most conversant with 
its productions, and indeed universally acknowledged, that it 
reached the summit of perfection about the end of the fif¬ 
teenth, or during the first part of the sixteenth, century, with 
the great masters of that period, Raphael, Leonardo, Michel¬ 
angelo, Titian, and Correggio, and although subsequently the 
School of the Carracci, Guido, Domenichino, and a few of the 
better Florentines, enjoyed well-merited fame, the art never 
again reached the height it had attained under the first great 
masters. This, at least, is no longer disputed; and wJien, 
as each school successively expired, and the time of its 
douiiniou passed away, the necessity of a grand revival forced 
itself upon the genius of the <>ightecnth century, and prompted 
an effort, which was based upon a right principle, although 
the application of it was altogether erroneous, Mengs, who 
among us undertook the work of restoration, believed that to 
form a perfect composition it was necessary to combine Titian’s 
life-like carnations, the magical cliiaroscuro of Correggio, 
with the beautiful forms and rich conceptions of Raphael; tliat 
the result of such a eornbiiuition would be perfect in itself, 
and the carrying out of the theory give new life to declining 
art. Yet a new life can spring only from the depths of a 
new love, and it is vain to imagine that lofty art, like a 
draught of medicine, may be procured by the mingling ol’ 
various different ingredients. Hence the compositions of 
Mengs appear cold and insit)id,.an<i although in many points 
superior to his time, hi.s great and praiseworthy exertions 
never led to the formation of any school peculiai ly his own. 
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Others afterwards modified his recipe for the restoration of 
art, or even went to the extreme of believing that a single 
artist ought to unite, with his imitation of Raphael, both the 
antique school and nature, or, rather, drawing from models; 
and in this respect, a similar observatibn will apply to the 
present struggle of modern art. CJopying from the pagan 
antique leads invariably to a neglect of the immutable dis¬ 
tinction between the sister-arts of painting and sculpture; and 
the theory just noticed would easily produce such errors, 
although this was not precisely the case with Mengs, who 
generally confined himsell within tlio true limits of painting. 
The influenec of Winkelraann, whose enthusiasm for the 
antique created in tliat respect a new epoch, gave rise to 
many erroneous applications, leading the artist yet more 
widely astray from the true object of his art. 

Tile aberrations of the French school were most remark¬ 
able, and its errors, though undoubtedly derived from the 
same source, took a completely diflferent direction. The 
monuments of the antique, although partially known by a 
lew individual painters who had titudied in Rome, stood not 
here in their native power and majesty before the eyes and 
senses of the people: yet so much tlie more ^id they turn 
in rising astonishment to marvel at that republican antiquity 
which history taught them to know and venerate. The 
tragic heroes of Greece and Rome, produced in theatrical 
exaggeration upon the stage, became the reigning idols of 
the day, and consequently art itself rushed into the anus of 
republican antiquity, showing an especial preference for 
tragic and exaggerated dramatic effect. In truth a mighty 
le.ap to attem})t, more wondrous than that Egyptian influence 
on sculpture in the time of Hadrian, and at least further re¬ 
moved from everything by which, in our time, art as art, and 
men as men, are measured! It would indeed require that all 
modern Europe should return to the heathenism of former 
days, a return which the French, at the time of the first 
Revolution, certainly both hoped and attempted to effect. 
Such are still the characteristics of the French school; a 
vigorous and remarkable, yet false tendency, the peculiar¬ 
ities of which are especially seen in the productions of 
David, the greatest master of tliat seliool. The same prin¬ 
ciples have till now reigned throughout Europe, which is 
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the . surprising as they in many respects successfally 
'^'?#6V^ope the genius, of our time, go far/removed from that 
itt^kative calm which alone gives birth to true ideas of 
.^/beauty. Tlie French manner, has obtained great influence 
in Italy, and the excellent paintings of Camuocini, those at 
least which are drawn from history or mythology, belong 
decidedly to their mode of co.iception and treatment, though 
a noble feeling for vRit often breaks through the mannered 
surface of the French schools.- Some more recent works 
of this famous painter,’church pictures especially, are more 
simple and more consonant witji tlie severe grandeur of 
truth. 

The French pictures exhibited this year at Eome afford 
an opportunity of estimating the practical operation of their 
principles, exclusively inculcated, on the younger genera¬ 
tion.* One in particular, the most remarkable, represents 
“ Un Jeune Grec renvers^” as it is styled in the catalogue, 
and chiefly excites a feeling of pity for the poor model, wJio 
in that deadly position, head do'wnwards, must have evi¬ 
dently given his whole enei^ies of soul and body to perform¬ 
ing the part of the naked hero. Tlie penetration of the 
artist is particularly exhibited in the position of tin; sword, 
•v^hich is placed diagonally across the body, so as to super¬ 
sede the fig-leaf, usually employed. Such an excess of 
mannerism would scarcely be conceivable in any school 
except the French. 

Jit is not, however, impossible to name a few happy ex¬ 
ceptions and better impulses, though, where false taste so 
universally prevails, they must necessarily be but isolated 
examples, until the barriers of slavery are broken, and the 
erroheous ideas existing thrown aside. In France, where 
each unnatural extreme soon produ<!es its reverse, another 
manner has already arisen, Ivalf-antique, lialf revolution- 
born, tragiftheatrical style, employed in delineating histo¬ 
rical themes of lesser importance, and more attractive tender¬ 
ness than the loftier class. These pictures arc culled “ du 
genre,” and the productions of Granet at Kome in this style 
are highly and deservedly esteemed. 

Portrait-painting also, which is considered a distinct pro¬ 
fession, is, in its narrow circle, less exposed to the erroneous 
influences of popular taste, and often produces artists of 
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most happy talent, who carry, that branch of art to its higHest,' 
perfection; and even if guided by ipstinct alone, without 
reference to higher impulses, produce such'life-likt^ res^-^ 
blances and brilliant effects as throw the^gp into astonish* 
meat, and rival even Lawrence, the famous, noble porttoit- 
painter of Great Britain. But these ^dazzling meteors top - 
BOOB depart from among us, anif have little perceptible in¬ 
fluence on the general progress-of the art. 

Besides the French school, there is one other influence 
almost universally prevailing,- that of the English copper¬ 
plate engravings. We can scarcely feel surprised at tlie 
daily increasing taste for these works, since their style is 
so completely in unison with the spirit of the age, springing 
from its sentimental style of feeling and the quick fervent 
impulses of the heart. It will not, therefore, be necessary 
to offer any further observations on the character of these 
engravings, because the impulse which produced thein is 
felt at once to be the ruling element of taste, not in England 
only, nor yet merely in engravings, but discoverable in sculps 
tore, churches, pictures, monuments,—in everything,in short, 
where the theme is susceptible of sentimental expression and 
treatment. 

The preceding observations give a true picture of the taste 
hitherto predominating in the art, or, might I not almost 
say, have even now too much influence? Under these cir¬ 
cumstances, between the domination of the French school 
on the one hand, and of the English engravings on the other; 
between barren theories, founded on the doctrines of Mengs, 
or the opinions of Wiiikelmann, so ill understood, and which, 
well intended, but solitary, individual eflbrts have vainly 
striven to break tJirough, a completely new impulse has 
stirred in Gern)any, and during the- last ten yCars its pro¬ 
gress and development have become more and more con¬ 
spicuous. This impulse, if lovingly fostered and wrought 
into a susceptible feeliug for all tliat is most lofty.and ap¬ 
propriate in art; if its deficiencies are supplied by regular 
cultivation upon certrin fixed principles; if the tendency to 
error and exaggeration be restrained within due bounds by 
active and critical judgment; if what is as yet incomplete be 
finished with grandeur y)roportionate to the loftiness of* the 
conception, we may yet see the lovely path of beauty laid 

u 
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Open, and these rising efforts become the nucleus of a new 
and flourishing school. Grcrman artists long since decidedly 
rejected the predominant French manner, and manifested 
an ardent appreciation of the noble painters of early times. 
A large pr< 4 »ortion chose the inimitable Raphael for their 
model, while some few selected Leonardo for their guide, 
or were attracted by the severe grandeur of Michelangelo. 
Who does not recall to mind Biiri, “ formed,” to use the 
words of Goethe, “ by deep stddy,” and Professor Hartmann, 
at Dresden, so much distinguished for excellence, both as 
master and scholar? The distinction between sculpture, or 
the antique^ and painting, is also more clearly defined, and 
becomes more universally regarded. The first, however, 
who justly claims the highest place in our retrospect of the 
regeneration of art,—he who commenced the struggle,—lives 
no more, Schiek of Stuttgart, striving throughout his whole 
life with oppression and depreciation, died ere his lofty talent, 
known and acknowledged too late, brought him the meed 
of fame to which he was so justly entitled. First formed 
in David’s school, he ever retained the manner and vigorous 
design he had imbibed from that master, certainly the 
first in his peculiar style; and although rising unsupported 
in the new career his genius marked out for itself, he dis¬ 
covered, after long years of apprenticeship, that as guides to 
perfection, other and liigher models were needed, models 
which, among his contemporaries and the school in which 
he had been formed, might be sought in vain : those he de¬ 
sired to study existed only in the earlier masters, whose 
works, by no vicissitudes of time destroyed or superseded, 
still excite the wonder and command the admiration of all 
beholders. The portraits of the childremof Von Humboldt, 
which excited so much attention at Rome, will bear com¬ 
parison even with those of Leonardo or Titian, and could 
not be deemed unworthy a pupil either of Raphael or Leo¬ 
nardo. His talent is yet more strikingly apparent in the 
“ Apollo and the Shepherds,” a large picture now in the 
royal palace at Stuttgart, and which formerly adorned the 
chamber of the deceased queen. The rich working of this 
composition, crowded with figures most beautifully arranged, 
the dear brilliancy, and soft grace of the colouring, and the 
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freshness and vigour of the whole, make it worthy the best 
periods of the older masters. 

Cornelius and Overbeck are universally acknowledged to 
stand first among the living German painters of this era. 
Both are gifted with rich creative fancy; the former displays 
an intense feeling for beauty in,figure and expression, with 
much grace of attitude and arrangements; the latter has an 
inexhaustible inventive faculty, and great vigour of expres¬ 
sion. Overbeck is well-known in Germany by many most 
expressive works, especially the great cartoon at Frank¬ 
fort, representing “Joseph sold to the Mdichants.” TTi« 
vocation in art is already sufficiently apparent, and were 
it not so, the grand cartoon of “ Jerusalem Delivered,” in 
the present Exhibition, would at once decide it What 
Cornelius may be capable of accomplishing in a higher 
and grander scale than he has hitherto attempted, the 
fresco paintings in the Glyptotheka built at Munich by the 
Crown Prince of Bavaria, and the execution of which is 
entrusted to Cornelius, will afford him ample opportunity of 
proving. Our anticipations, if formed from his first cartoon, 
which is finislied in a most masterly mhnner, will be highly 
raised : it represents the entire mythic cycle of Night, with 
her numerous allegorical retinue, treated in the ingenious 
and comprehensive style of the ancients, equally rich and 
expressive. The dramatic tmergy of some of this artist’s 
earlier productions appears to vexge upon mannerism, but in 
this last excellent work we remark with pleasure a noble 
simplicity and greater fidelity to nature. Both painters have 
been happily imitated by many younger artists of very 
various talents and different habits of thought, all uniting in 
earnest emulative* efforts to restore the art to its original 
elevation. 

I’liC general stru||^le of the German artists in Rome daily 
excites more and more attention, and its progress is watched 
with cordial sympathy by the illustrious men of many other 
countries. 1 have to mention with unfeigned pleasure, as 
chief among those who honour and value German genius, 
Canova, the pride of Italy, the sculptor of our time whose 
genius is reverenced and acknowledged by all Europe. When 
on his tour through Germany, he visited the unique Boisser^ 
Collection, though himself working in quite a diffewjnt 
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Sphere, he knew how to appreciate it, and at this moment 
not only watches with interest the efforts of our young 
Grerman artists in general, but also affords to individual 
talent the kindest •sympathy and protection. Many young 
Germans, Philip Veit, Eggers, and others owe to his recom¬ 
mendation their admission tq the fresco works in the Vatican. 
The taste for fresco painting, which is so warmly cultivated 
among the German artists in Rome, forms a grand step in 
the advance of art, and the fame of having first encouraged 
it belongs to the Prussian consul-general Bartholdy. In 
these compositions a certain grandeur of conception, com¬ 
bined with freedom and certainty of execution, are indis¬ 
pensable, and they consequently offer a noble field for rising 
talents. 

From the preceding observations it will not be difficult to 
form a correct judgment of the present state of German art, 
ns displayed in the last exhibition at Rome, and to estimate 
it according to its real merits. 

I will say but a few words more in reference to its general 
principles. Imitation, in the literal meaning of the term, is 
forbidden to an artist, more especially in the technicalities of 
his art. He must learn the first elementary principles on 
which it is based — design, correct, elaborate, powerful and 
confident design; and happy should the young aspirant es¬ 
teem himself if he succeed in finding an able master, capa¬ 
ble of displaying to him the whole structure of the human 
frame, internal and external, by the study of anatomy and 
drawing from models, leaving him to acquire a more perfect 
knowledge of its most vigorous and powerful development 
by the study of the antique. The science of perspective 
belongs also to the recognised principles Of art, and must be 
acquired from instruction; but colouring—the magic truth 
and beauty of colouring—no master c#x impart, unless the 
scholar be endowed by nature with a gifted eye and sense. 
Yet much preparatory technical knowledge, co-operating 
with natural endowments, and thus contributing to produce 
perfection, can and must be acquired. Natural talents thus 
cultivated, will start with all the elementary parts necessary 
for the elevation of the art, and the student should himself 
select some ideal model of exc.ellence, loftier than even his 
master could offer him. He should remember tiiat he has in 
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view two very different objects, both of which must be kept 
studiously distinct; the master’s instruction, for whatever is 
necessary to be leai-ned; the type or model for what cannot 
be taught but must nevertheless be acquired. It will be 
clearly seen from the preceding observations that no indivi¬ 
dual painter can safely break loose from the organised system 
of art, nor freeing himself frolh laws already imposed and 
still existing, attempt to create from his own unassisted 
genius, or as it is said “ from Nature.” What is the usual 
result of thus spurning all tradition or cultivation ? The 
artificial mannered treatment of these would-be-original 
creators and nature-artist?., and the rank assigned to their 
productions sufficiently prove the fallacy of their theory. 
Whence, then, should the youthful artist draw ideas of 
grandeur in form and arrangement, and still more the general 
conception and treatment of his subject ? How infuse into his 
conception a congenial yet lofty spirit, except from the noble 
creations of earlier masters, and the study of that brief but 
glorious period, in whic.h tfie art of painting had avowedly 
reached its highest point of perfection ? Should we send 
him back to copy from the French school, or bid him adopt 
the style of the English engravings? *If he think rightly 
liiniself, he will never be led away by examples so erroneous, 
but fix his idea immutably on Raphael and his contemj)ora- 
ries, and other great masters of the latter half of the 
fifteenth, and the commencement of the sixteenth century, 
cai'rying their creations in his heart as the eternal guides of 
his efforts. It is certain that besides those grand masters 
whose fame and genius are incontrovertible, none deserve 
to be more highly c.steemed than their immediate predeces¬ 
sors and ancient piasters, with whom tliey are in fact far 
more closely connected than with their own scholars or 
later imitators. S|^all we profess to honour Raphael, and 
prize him lightly f^m whom Raplmel first learnt the essen¬ 
tials of the art ? There are not only many single figures, 
but groups and entire compositions, by Perugino, Fiesole, 
and even Giotto, which may be viewed with pleasure and 
astonishment, though we turn to them from the contempla¬ 
tion of Raphael himself, at the same time that they are truly 
in his manner, if we consider that manner the type of all 
that is spiritually beautiful and harmonious. How seldom 
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do we meet with such conceptions among the mere effect 
painters of the later Italian schools! For no sooner had the 
snmmit been gained than the first steps of decline were 
evident in spirit and execution. Still any student who 
attempts to take as models of design, perspective, the struc¬ 
ture of the human frame, or whatever belongs to the scientific 
elements of painting, those' first stars of dawning light in 
western art, and servilely imitates or rather counterfeits 
their finished productions, must be abandoned to the conse¬ 
quences of his own folly. That artist who neither possesses 
natural talent, nor has received technical instruction, will 
hardly indeed derive much benefit from any example that 
may be set before him ; and it signifies little whether he 
attempt to combine his own manner with that of the fifteenth 
century, or confine himself to the 19th alone. But in a 
serious criticism on the subject of art, our illustrations must 
be drawn only from those whose natural talent has been 
sedulously cultivated. This is the case generally with the 
artists whose works are here exhibited. The others it were 
best to pass over in silence. 

If we are to estimate the present condition of the art and 
its progress by the productions of these better masters alone, 
our previous remarks will have led us to the point whence 
we may safely draw the following inference. First, that if a 
model be well and judiciously chosen, the true path should 
lie not back upon itself, but progressively onwards to a new 
perfection of art, reproduced from the bosom of antiquity, 
yet nevertheless fresh, living, and blooming; a new art meet 
for the new time. 

Secondly, that the efforts of modern German artists are by 
no means directed into a wrong channel, no^ based upon erro¬ 
neous principles, but are rather steadily advancing in the 
right path, though many imperfections a^d defects naturally 
cling to the first dawn of talent; and some individuals, osten¬ 
sibly belonging to that school, and desiring to be numbered 
among its members, actually deviate, in many instances, 
from its principles. It is the misfortune of all first efforts, 
however well-intentioned, that many aspirants join them un¬ 
invited, and striving to supply, by exaggeration, their own 
conscious deficiency of talent and energy, turn everything 
alikf to mannerism, and even afford just opportunity of cen- 
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sure to the opponents of real excellence ; a censure in ^rhich 
all are indiscriminately involved, the most excellent and re¬ 
markable compositions being classed in the same category 
with those which are at best indifferent, not utter failures. 

It cannot now be difficult to reduce to its proper value the 
charge of “German mannerism” brought against modem Ger¬ 
man masters: I adopt the term in order to be the more easily 
understood. If an artist be incapable of uniting the spirit 
of his types, and their mode of treatment, with his own per¬ 
sonal talent, but on the contrary confines himself to copying 
trivial accidents or positive defects— counterfeiting instead 
of imitating — he is decidedly in error, and such a practice, 
like the rude imitation%f nature, will lead, though by a totally 
different route, to the same abyss of degeneracy. It is ev<CT 
thus with imitation in the arts, resembling, if I may be allowed 
the comparison, the operation of sin in the moral being; both 
lead in innumerable false directions, and as there is in the 
moral world but onp, virtue, so in the arts there is but one 
true path. Perfection consists in the union of the idea and 
the vitality; everything that breaks this union, every defi¬ 
ciency on the one side or the other is a fault, and, if further 
developed or adopted as a principle, will lead to mannerism. 
The idea, if suffered to predominate, produces works that 
arc cold and inanimate, or, at least in some measure, deserve 
the reproach of hardn(\ss. The attempt, on the other hand, 
merely to copy life and nature, may in cases produce strong 
effects, as many of the Naturalisti have done, but, with the 
loss of ideality is banished all deep meaning, and even that 
internal charactei- which forms a most essential condition of 
the art. 

To return to*our German exhibition : the reproach of 
antique mannerism is fitly applied to the above-mentioned 
class alone, and scertainly the exaggeration of some few 
among them seonis entirely to merit it. This class of 
painters may be found everywhere, and their faults are not 
to be referred to the models they follow; for whether copy¬ 
ing Leonardo and Diirer, Guido and Guercino, Mengs and 
Fuger, or who you will, they seize and imitate their worst 
points ; become either insipid and stiff, or exaggerated and 
overdrawn, and in every case alike mannered and unnatural. 
In an exhibition we invariably find many indifferent per- 
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forinances, and even utter failures mixed up with more ex¬ 
cellent and admirable works, but our judgment should be 
formed from the best alone, and if there be no deficiency of 
these, it augurs wpll for the progress and advancement of 
the art. The works of sixty-three artists are here collected, 
of whom by far the greater number are but entering on their 
career. It has been already said that the rising talent dis¬ 
played by a few of these, received commendation, and the 
public, little heeding party disputes, or the too commonly 
repeated reproach of antique imitation, dispensed full justice 
tu each individual of merit; nay, awarded them the most 
distinguished approbation. The two Schodows, Philip Veit, 
Wach, and others, were not only favhurably noticed by the 
public in general, but received from tlie most enlightened 
and illustrious spectators of this exhibition, such distinct and 
unqualified praise, as must have equalled every desire them¬ 
selves or their friends could have formed; on this point, 
therefore, little more is left for me than gratefully to acknow¬ 
ledge the sound judgment of the public to which little or 
nothing of emendation can be added on my part. Neither is 
there any reason to apprehend that these, and other noble 
painters will rest satisfied with the approbation awarded to 
the promising \vorks they have hitherto produced, and thus 
be led to neglect or forget the incomparably better and 
higher efforts which we are justly entitled to expect from 
them. But should there be any whose individual merit 
received less admiration and distinction than was its due, let 
the artist atti'ibute this omission merely to accidental cir¬ 
cumstances. Who could fail to admire the rich originality 
of Eberhard’s remarkable sketches? Yet such designs re¬ 
quire to be contemplated at leisure in tlie cabinet, and catch 
the eye less on the walls of an exlnbition-room than large 
and highly finished oil-paintings : it is, besides, often difficult 
to find a convenient position for smaller pieexis. The grandest 
and most admired works of some other painters were not 
exhibited; the “ Adoration of the Sliepherds,” by Johannes 
W’’eit, which has attracted much admiration from the deep 
fervent piety of the expression, and tlie truth and vivifying 
warmth of the execution, and tlie beautiful cartoon before- 
mentioned, by Cornelius, were absent. I'wo single heads by 
Eggqrs, less beautifully finished than those of the Madonna 
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and the Angel St. Michael, but of noble form and graceful 
colouring, worthy the best times of Italian art, were little 
noticed among so many larger and grander compositions. 

The reproacli of antiquity, if supposed to imply man> 
nerism, and therefore error, cannot be applied to the German 
aitists in Borne; yet we must observe that this mannerism 
is not necessarily an accompaniment of the antique, and 
when thoroughly investigated the fault will be found to hi^ve 
no connexion with it, but rather to arise in a totally different 
quarter: for example, in a Holy Family, by Wilhelm Schadow, 
the head of the mother i.s full of soul and expression, beauti* 
ful, and mos^ exquisitely finished; but the St. Joseph in the 
same picture is too diminutive, in fact, a complete failure. 
Still there is nothing peculiarly old German in the figure, 
nor could any of Raphael’s heads be pointed out as the 
prototype of the majestic head of the Madonna. 

When once a general opinion has been brought into a sort 
of convenient formula, it is rejieated and echoed by persons 
who have no clear idea of its meaning, and frequently adopt 
it in circumstances with which it has not the slightest con¬ 
nexion ; thus it is with the phrase V old German manner,” 
in art, which is continually applied to compositions that lie 
a hundred miles at least out of its province. Were it my 
intention to enter into particulars, I could give numerous 
instances of a most extraordinary confusion of ideas on this 
particular point. The case is precisely the same as it has 
been in literature for many years past. Any new poetical 
work is supposed to have been sufficiently criticised, and is 
dismissed without further quc.stion when once bfanded with 
the fearful reproach of Romantic, whether it be from the pen 
of Schiller, Tieck, Fouque, or even in a totally different 
genre. Others, again, class every thing in philosophy or 
science which excites their displeasure, or surpasses their 
comprehension, under the general head of mystical, a term 
which is merely employed to indicate something objectionable, 
but the meaning of which they as little understand or could 
explain as the subject or opinion to which they applied it. 
Such set phrases are in fact mere delusive forms of speech, 
misleading the judgment. 

The introduction, even in modern paintings, of a certain 
well-dissembled antiquity, must, in a few particular Ijiemes, 
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be defended as appropriate, and can never be thought liable 
to unqualified censm'e; it is only when faulty and mannered 
that it deserves to be condemned. Still I cannot explain 
how this reproach originated, nor in what respect it is appli¬ 
cable to the new German school, now appearing. Any one 
who has been in the habit of seeing compositions of the old 
masters will easily discover in most of the modern German 
paintings that the artist has contemplated some individual 
master of the old Italians with peculiar and affectionate 
reverence, even if he have not expressly chosen any for his 
model; sometimes, but more rardy, we find instances of 
affinity with the old German school, and Diirer in particular. 
Probably the costume of that period, adopted by a few young 
German artists, may have furnished grounds for this most 
unreasonable censure, and contributed to its general diflu sion: 
the idea of the dress thus entirely superseding that of the 
painting. 

If the phrase Old German is taken as synonymous with 
stiff*, or hard, I must be allowed to protest against so arbi¬ 
trary a synouism. The idea is probably drawn more from 
books and early prejudice than from personal investigation. 
I, for my part, have sfsen many old German pictures in the 
Boisser^ie Collection and elsewhere, beautiful and full of life, 
yet without the slightest sacrifice of grace or expression. It 
W'ould be easy, on the other hand, to point out a numbcir of 
pictures by the later mannerists, or the old French school, 
which are throughout cold and insipid, hard and soulless, or, 
to take an example nearer home, we may name many of our 
own pictures, originating in the false or Pagan antique, which, 
although framed strictly according to rule, usually come into 
the world lifeless from tlieir birth. , 

Why should we Germans so much undervalue our own old 
national art, treating it with a contempt which is as unmerited 
as it ought to be painful to ourselves ? Raphael knew how to 
appreciate the genius of Diirer, and long before Diirer’s time 
there existed many other noble painters, who in some of their 
compositions surpassed even him in grace and sweetness. The 
Italians value old German art, and even ihe French have 
thought it wortl'.y of their attention; while Germany alone 
denies that her early masters, in the cycle of excellence in 
painting, rank next to those of Italy. If, indeed, the art 
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among us failed to reach the sam^ point of perfection as with 
the Italians, the causes which checked its progress maj easily 
be discovered; long ere it had reached the summit its career 
was interrupted by religious dissensions, and the Burgher 
wars of the 16th contury at length completely put a stop to 
it. Still it would be difficult to name any among the pre¬ 
decessors of Raphael who coAtributed so largely to the ad¬ 
vancement of the art in all its branches as [Hubert and John] 
Van Eyck. 

This retrospect is not entirely foreign to my subject; but 
we will now return to the present state of German art, and 
inquire into the new direction it has lately taken in its de¬ 
velopment at Rome. One point, however, remains to be 
cleared up before the object of this treatise can be accom¬ 
plished, and it is, indeed, a point of the highest importance^ 
as until our ideas on that particular arc distinctly defined it 
will be impossible to form an unbiassed and impartial judg¬ 
ment. It chiefly relates to the choice of subjects; for many 
young artists, who confine themselves from choice to study¬ 
ing the most excellent masters of the present time, have, in 
accordance with the general plan of those painters, and of 
the older schools also, selected Christian subjects in particu¬ 
lar for their paintings. 'J lie public in general do not approve 
of these religious themes, but, on the contrary, decidedly 
reject.them; and this determined opposition on their part 
has greatly contributed to prolong the contest so powerfully 
maintained against the true destination and office of the art. 

I am not aware that it has ever been asserted that Christian 
themes should be made the exclusive subjects of representa¬ 
tion. It is true that the old masters of a loftier time pre¬ 
ferred those suJijects, and devoted their grandest and most 
important works to the honour of religion; naturally so, 
indeed, because in tlieir time the fervent aspirations of art 
were linked with, and the offspring of, religion, their prin¬ 
cipal office being to adorn the sanctuary, and beautify de¬ 
votion. The old painters, nevertheless, frequently chose 
mythological subjects in fresco for the adornment of secu¬ 
lar palaces; we see this first in Raphael, and after him in 
Giulio Romano, the latter displaying peculiar originality of 
mind; later still, we have the Carracci, and their successors. 
Grand poetical subjects, drawn from ancient mythology, or 
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heroic poetry, are peculiarly adapted for fresco; but, on 
the contrary, those of a deeper character, in which symbolic 
inysterieB require to be animated by consummate skill in the 
finishing, belong rather to the sphere of oil-painting. It 
was, therefore, a happy idea of the Germans — Overbeck, 
Philip Veit, and Julius Schnorr — to make their fresco 
paintings in the Villa GiuStiniani from the imaginative 
Italian poets, Dante, Ariosto, and Tasso, thus forming a 
series of cyclic representations. I can easily believe, also, 
that the old Trojan, Homeric, or other heroic historians, 
might be executed with much more effect in tlie grand style 
of fresco paintings than they have hitherto been in easel 
pictures; nor will I deny that many other themes, widely 
removed from the sphere of Christian art, are yet most ex¬ 
quisitely attractive. Who can coldly contemplate a Danae 
or Antiope of Titian, or an lo of Correggio? Yet 1 could 
almost wish such subjects had been treated exclusively by 
painters of their genius and delicate taste; handled, as we so 
frequently sec them, by inferior minds, they become un¬ 
endurable, I would also remind young artists tl>at they 
must follow a much severer path before they can hope to 
attain the lofty degree of excellence, which will enable them 
to diffuse the exquisite expression of true living beauty and 
grace, without evidently deriving it from the bare charm of 
the senses; easy though it may be to jdease many through 
that medium alone, for the public are often only too sus¬ 
ceptible of pleasure from such voluptuous subjects, if treated 
with moderate delicacy. 

The spirit and treatment, however, are here of primary 
importance. There must be no exclusiveness in the subject, 
even though a preference is natural. I'o bamsh all Christian 
subjects from the domain ot art would be most arbitrary and 
useless, since the taste for them will ever continue to subsist, 
being founded not only on the example of each great proto¬ 
type of past ages, but also on the necessities of our own. 
During the last thirty years, it is true, there have been many 
more churches destroyed than either built or decorated with 
pictures; yet the return of peace and order has already given 
birth to other thoughts, and not in our country only, but in 
many others, a number of expressive compositions designed 
for the adornment of churches have appeared and we feel 
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justified in prognosticating a rich succession of them. In¬ 
deed, Christianity is by no means in so feeble a condition as 
revolutionists and would-be heathens imagine and declare; 
our own Germany affords one example in proof of this 
usseition, in which I pre-eminently rejoice, namely, that 
Protestants also seem anxious to beautify their churches 
with devotional paintings; thuS opening a new career for the 
votaries of German art, in the field which has ever been its 
peculiar choice. Besides the churches, too, there are many 
private families, who in some apartment of their dwell¬ 
ing, devoted almost exclusively to that purpose, place a 
“ Holy Virgin and Ch.ld,” an “ Annunciation,’* or some 
otlier well-executed devotional painting, wliich is thus con¬ 
tinually before their eyes. Still the taste of individuals is so 
various, that many men would doubtless have equal pleasure 
in looking at the repre.sentation of a sucking calf. Indeed, if 
the execution be as excellent as we imagine it to have been 
in the celebrated cow of Myro, which Goethe has so finely 
described in the fourth number of his Treatise on Art, even 
tliat subject might be received into the circle of artistic 
rci)resentations. I must nevertheless distinctly assert that 
such subj("ct3, however meritorious in their kind, should 
never be permitted to intrude among higher and holier 
themes. Should it be asserted tliat painting among the 
Greeks attained greater perfection than in the time of 
Kapbael and others, and that the young artist ought to 
launch freely .and without constraint into the ample field of 
Greek mytliology, selecting for example some of the least 
familiar subjects of Philostratus, the assertion would meet 
with but little attention; for we have at present sufficient 
experience on this point to know that Greek painters never 
attained a very higli grade of perfection in com})arison with 
the old masters of the Christian time, or the sculptors of 
their own, and such a suggestion, if made in earnest, would 
scjircely deserve a serious reply. We have already seen the 
tendency of pagan antique imitation in the stony pictures, 
and dead creations it has produced, and it would therefore 
be im[>ossible to listen to .so extravagant a proposal, unless 
supported by signs and wonders of a description differing 
very much from those hitherto brought to light. 

The question of the selection of subjects, Christian subjects 
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more especially, is closely connected with that of the early 
German manner, both as to the degree in which it may be 
in itself absolutely objectionable, or, when kept witliin due 
limits, and confined ^to a certain class of subjects, appropriate 
and admissible. All Christian themes, being symbolic, require 
to be symbolically treated, and that severe and serious style 
which seems to bear the stamp of antiquity, is therefore 
peculiarly appropriate. If Christian themes are not treated 
S 3 rmbolicalIy throughout, but in a simple, worldly, and 
merely human style, and if I may be permitted the expres¬ 
sion, solely with a view to dramatic effect, they must indu¬ 
bitably present subjects quite unsuited to artistic composi¬ 
tions, in fact, hardly endurable, and fully justify the censure 
and aversion of the opposite party. This point, however, 
must be left for the present undiscussed, as affording abund¬ 
ant material for a separate investigation. 

But I cannot thus lightly pass over the hypothesis, that 
ancient Greek paintings (of which we may judge from the 
Greek pictures in the collection at Portici) were as perfect 
in their way as those of Raphael and his contemporaries. 
The reverse is universally acknowledged in regard to {taint¬ 
ing ; although in sculpture, the Greeks reached an eminence 
which we con scarcely hope to equal, much less surpass, 'i'he 
sculptor therefore should cling closely to the ancients, making 
them his guides, and merely as it were carrying out more 
fully the development of their principles. The highest proof 
of skill in this art is the production ol' antique designs; and 
that power, when exerted so successfully as by IVIichelangelo, 
in the famous Faun, and Thorwaldsen, in his Eginetic figures, 
not only excites extreme astonishment but also deserves the 
highest praise. The next aim of the sculptor« genius appears 
to he to represent a classical figure in such a manner that it 
might even be taken for an antique, like Thorwaldsen’s 
Mercury, which appears as if girded with a sword, only the 
more imperatively to announce to hundreds of modern statues 
their impending and inevitable doom. If, then, sculpture 
has among us reached this first and comprehensive degree 
of perfection, we surely ought not to doubt whether it be 
capable of handling different and peculiar subjects in an 
equally exceUent style, recommencing and carrying to per¬ 
fection the unfinished efforts of the Middle Ages and the 
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first experiments of Christian sculpture. “ The Christ,” de¬ 
signed by our gifted Dannecker, claims unqualified admi¬ 
ration and sympathy, and must be regarded with anxious 
interest as the first attempt of that nature which our times 
have witnessed. 

The German exhibition was abundantly supplied with 
excellent works of sculpture; ftnd much might be said of the 
great genius of Rudolf Schadpw, of Schaller’s meritorious 
works, and tlie bas-reliefs of Eberhard, all of which deserve 
to be attentively studied. The circumstance of Thorwaldsen’s 
“ Graces” being unfinished, and therefore of course absent 
from the exhibition, ga«e occasion to many witticisms. I 
shall only observe, that had they been there people would 
no doubt have pronounced them hard and stiff, or perhaps 
even decidedly old German, for that great artist has un¬ 
doubtedly treated his subject in the severe manner of the 
early Greeks, and with very little of that soft, unctuous flow 
of outline, which alone finds favour among the modems. 

1 shall not at present dwell further on the subject of 
sculpture, as I wish to coniine my observations to painting, 
and particularly to tlie old historical and symbolic subjects. 
The judgment of the world has, in that department especi¬ 
ally, been far too much biassed by opposition and party 
spirit, but I trust the principles here set forth will bring 
tho.se conflicting opinions into harmony, or at least conduce 
to a just appreciation of the points in ■which they differ. 
Neither will it be consistent with my present views, to enter 
upon the subject of lond.scape-painting, apart from the other 
branches of the art. I should find it necessary for that pur¬ 
pose to study a number of unfathomable, and, I might add, 
little known tl«jorie.s in the hope of discovering by their 
assistance some connecting link between the prevailing taste 
and my own ideas, different as is the direction of each; and 
determining wliethcr the preference ought to be awarded to 
a faithful and vigorous delineation of any simple natural 
theme, imbued throughout with deep signification and ex¬ 
pression, or to the attempt to seize one moment of some 
brilliant natural phenomenon, and portraying it with vivid 
and even deceptive truth ; or again, whether both should be 
combined, as for example, the distinct styles of Ruysdael and 
Claude Lorrain. 
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For the present it will suffice to reoiarfi, that the works of 
Kooh» Catel, Rebell, Rohden, and others in the German ex¬ 
hibition, exemplify not only the extreme points of each con¬ 
trasting style, but also every stage of the transition from 
one mode of treatment to the other. The works of Koch, in 
his best time, are the most remarkable in the entire cycle of 
modern German art, from the deep feeling concentrated in 
them, and the luxuriant richness of nature which they re¬ 
present. 

1 have no inducement to dwell more fully on the works of 
a few older German masters, as their compositions belong 
properly to an earlier period : my intention, as I have said, 
being rather to examine such modern productions as have 
attracted peculiar censure or commendation from the public. 

I wish, however, before concluding, to offer the few fol¬ 
lowing remarks, with respect to the opinion so often re¬ 
peated, that Raphael, and other Christian painters of his time, 
attained a degree of excellence which has never since been 
equalled or surpassed. We'^hould still most joyfully wel¬ 
come and encourage every indication that seemed to promise 
new and exalted eminence. Perhaps we ought not to be too 
hasty in indulging this hope; and, until it is fully realised, 
it will undoubtedly be more safe to follow some glorious ex¬ 
ample, and treading in his steps, seek to open to ourselves a 
new path, suited to our own time, and in pursuing which 
we shall advance still further towards the goal we have in 
view: thus only, indeed, dare we hope to see renewed the 
spring-time and summer of art. AVe must not give credence 
to those who affirm that its glory is for ever passed away, — 
that it is vain to hope in our time for a revival or any 
new development of power, because, like pld Nature, its 
energy and vitality are alike exhausted; and not only all 
appreciation of the past, but all tjope of future, reaction or a 
new life, is for e\'er extinguished. I could not pass over in 
silence so dangerous an opinion, at Ibis moment especially, 
when it is so directly proved to be false and injurious; even 
now a new impulse has been communicated to the regenerate 
art, and it needs only to be received with sympathy and 
favour, to expand into far brighter promise and i-eality. 
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A most triumphant advance has been made in Christian 
art, and its foundation has been wonderfully etrength^ed 
and confirmed by the two grand publications of Sulpice 
Boisser^e. One, a splendid and detailed account of the most 
majestic monuments of mediaeval ecclesiastical architecture; 
the other, a collection of engravings from old German paint¬ 
ings, the lithography of which^ in some instances, as for 
example, in Ihe St. Christopher, of Memling, is brought to 
a degree of perfection that coul(f^ scarcely have been anticd- 
pated. 

A fundamental knowledge of old German art, and a true 
feeling for Christian beauty, will not fail to develop them¬ 
selves simultaneously. Those ideas of religious beauty whicdt 
earlier, when the divine feeling itself existed, vivified and 
ins^jired the whole period, had at an after period slumbered 
on unnoted and undeveloped, till in later times they were 
forgotten, disfigured, or perverted by hostile misrepresen¬ 
tations, and the strange errors induced by foreign infiuence. 
Now they again break forth in more than pristine beauty, 
and the correct principles of our rising school will continually 
acquire more and more influence, till at length they become 
fixed triumphantly on a new and immutable basis. The deep 
and pious Christian feeling thus re-awakened among us will 
increase in power and intensity, while the sterile imitations 
of tlie Pjjgan antique sink back into empty nothingness, 
together with the false theories on wliich they rest. Indeed, 
independently of this peculiar influence, the diffusion of a 
de<q)er knowledge of the individuality and real grandeur 
existing even in old |ieathen art, had left the favourito 
themes of modern iiopyists without power or influence. It is 
a peculiar characteristic of the new style in general, that it is 
ever emulative aii^ aspiring, evei; absorbed in the pursuit of 
tliose lofty ideas of art which are frequently crowned with 
glorious fruition tlie working of such ardent aspirations 
alone, an example of'which is seen in the success that attended 
the pursuit of science and pliilosophy among the ancients. 
Hence, too, errors of manner and tre^^tment are found border¬ 
ing closely on the delicate line of the highest spiritual beauty, 
so closely, indeed, as often to destroy its effect, at least in 
the opinion of the world. Yet all mannerism, and the style 
of the miniaturists included, whether practised on a greater 
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or less extensive scale, are beginning gradually to sink in the 
estimation oi' the public, except when supported by the false 
magic of momentary caprice; and worthy opportunities and 
glorious themes still remain for lofty talent to luxuriate in, 
while pursuing the silent path of deeply rooted, serious, de¬ 
votional beauty, which seems at last to be regaining its due 
ascendancy. Religious feelang^is, indeed, far more willingly 
admitted to pre-eminence in painting than in cither poetry or 
philosophy, both of which are still distracted by the spirit of 
opposition and subversion. 

A true knowledge and appreciation of devotional feeling 
in painting and its practical principles are already esta¬ 
blished among us on a sufficiently secure basis; that happy 
talent which is the gift of natui-e alone, united with the tech¬ 
nical skill and facility that must be acquired by study, we 
assume to be already provided. What more, then, is needed, 
it may be asked, to enable the painter to reach the perfec¬ 
tion to which he aspires ? I reply that it is most essential, in 
the first place, that the beautiful truths of tlie Christian faith 
and religion should not be received into the mind as merely 
lifeless forms, in passive acquiescence to the teaching of 
others: they must he embraced with an earnest convic¬ 
tion of their truth and reality, and bound up with each 
individual feeling of the painter’s soul. Still evim the in¬ 
fluence of devotion is not alone sufficient; for however 
entirely religion may be felt to compensate for all that is 
wanting to our eartlily happiness, much more is refjuired 
to form a painter. I know not how better to designate 
that other element, without which mere technical skill, and 
even correct ideas, will be unavailing, than by styling it 
the inborn light of inspiration. It is so/nething quite dis¬ 
tinct from fertility of invention, or magic of colouring, 
rare and valuable as is the latter feature in painting. It 
is no less distinct from skill in the lofty technicalities of 
design and the natural feeling for beauty inherent in some 
susceptible minds. 'Hie poet and the musician especially 
should also be inspired, but their inspiration is more the 
offspring of human emotion, the painter’s must be an emana¬ 
tion of celestial light; his very soul must, so to speak, become 
itself illumined, a glowdng centre of holy radiance, in whose 
bright beams every material object should be reflected, and 
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even his inmost conceptions and daily thoughts be inter¬ 
penetrated by its brightness, and remodelled by its influence. 
This in-dwelling light of the soul should be recognised in 
every creation of his pencil, expressive as a spoken word; 
und in this lies the peculiar vitality of Christian beauty, and 
the cause of the remarkable difference between classical and 
Christian art. The classic is bi^ed upon a lofty idea of the 
living human frame, linked in a certain degree with a sen¬ 
timent of exquisite intellectual loveliness, yet not treated as 
if these principles were of equal importance, but ratlier 
giving to tlie intellectual spirit an inferior and secondary 
influence: man, according to the early Christian type, still 
appears in nature, according to the antique idea, like the 
commanding god ruling over her spirit-forms with king-like 
p(wer; yet physical beauty is here employed but as a ma¬ 
terial veil, from beneath which the hidden divinity of the 
soul shines forth, illuminating all mortal life with the higher 
spirituality of love. Even in the choice of subjects for paint¬ 
ing, this ray of inborn inspiration, this divine enthusiasm, 
must guide and govern tlie painter’s decision. A more than 
earthly aspect subduing the soul; a state of heavenly illu¬ 
mination and exultation; an upspringing from the dark night 
of mortality, like th(; morning dawn breaking through heavy 
clouds; a spell of love and fascination in the midst of suffer¬ 
ing nature, or a flash of intense beauty, created from the very 
anguish of the soul’s despair; — such are the peculiar and 
not merely pleasing themes which aflbrd subjects to the Chris¬ 
tian painter, and such is the spirit in which they ought to be 
rendered. There ai'e also, it is true, old historical and even 
mythological subjects which are not only susceptible of the 
deeper meaning tlyit the soul demands, but even naturally sug¬ 
gest and give birth to it. Such •themes* certainly need not 
be excluded from the circle of Christian art- It does not by 
any means require an arbitrary restriction to certain exterior 
forms and given subjects, nor does its beauty depend ex¬ 
clusively on the observance of particular rules, but rather 
springs from the all-pervading influence of a pure and holy 
devotion. All mere representations of the outward frame, 
taken without reference to the spirit, are but dead forms, 

* See page 105. Giuliu Romano, and Remarks on Italian Painters 
and Greek Subjects. 
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mute and inexpressive- The spirit never remains attached 
in motionless union to a lifeless frame, and the soul-inspiring^ 
principle of intellectual development, like the restless pulse- 
throb of natural life, aspires unceasingly, without weariness 
or lassitude, to the eternal goal it has in view; we need 
not therefore fear lest modern Christian art should ever 
again recur to the vain repetition and imitation of the Pagan 
antique, but may rather anticipate that, pressing steadily 
forwards, it will establish and carry to perfection the new 
and peculiar school which has arisen from the progressive de¬ 
velopment of Christian intellect, and the spiritual disposition 
now prevailing in the world. 

A profound knowledge of early art and genuine feeling 
for holy beauty will powerfully conduce to this most earnestly 
desired result, and would seem to promise certain indications 
of success. In the productions of our Christian ancestors, 
whatever may be the theme selected, the innate principles 
of their holy faith and piety are strikingly apparent, and, 
in order rightly to understand and appreciate them, the 
eye of the beholder should be illumined with that same 
spiritual light from whence they drew their birth- This 
sympathy of feeling will quicken our perception of holy 
things, for the soul alone can comprehend the truly beautiful; 
the eye of sense may gaze on the material veil of external 
grace, but it penetrates not to that severe and lofty meaning 
which reveals itself to the intelligence alone. That radiant 
light of the soul, in which, as in the magic mirror of creative 
fancy, the beautiful is vividly pourtrayed and recognised, is 
true, unfeigned, and spiritual devotion, ever therefore essen¬ 
tially linked with Christianity, insejiarably one w'ith the 
mysterious revelation of our holy faith, anfl the all-subduing 
power and perfect knowledge of divine and immortal love. 
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Chivalry, enct:antinents, and love, were the favourite themes 
of the beautiful old roinanees which have been handed down 
to us from the olden time; and it is to this spirit that the 
greatest German poets of the Suabian and a somewhat later 
period, as well as the Italians, owe their noble songs and 
romances of chivalr 3 \ 

The most imaginative and interesting of these knightly 
talcs are unquestionably those which relate to King Arthur 
and the Knighty of the Round Table; and of these the 
most singular and remarkable is perhaps that of the Magi¬ 
cian Merlin. 

Tlie German version of this romance was taken from the 
best French sources that the Bibliotheque at Paris afforded, 
in the years 1803 and 1804.* 

Tlie story of Lother and Mailer is a narrative by Mar¬ 
garet, Countess of Piedmont and Duchess of Lothringia; 
and was written in the Italian language, in the year of our 
Lord 1405. It was thence translated into German, by Frau 
Elizabeth, Countess of Nassau-Saarbruck, a daughter of 
the above-mentioned Countess Margaretha and the Duke 
Friedrich of Lothringia. The •above translation was mode 
about the year 1437, and the story here given has been 
adapted from that German manuscript. We gather from 
the introductory sentences that the translator was aware of 
a Latin version of even earlier date. 

* So many versions of this tale are already before the English public, 
that the publisher of this work has deemed it unnecessary to attempt a 
translation of Schlegers: It has been ably rendered by George Ellis 
in particular, and Avill be found in his “ Early English Metrical Ho^ 
xnances ; *' this tale has therefore been omitted in Uiis volume. 
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I am Indebted for my knowledge of this MS., which is 
but little later than the original, to my very estimable friend 
Canon Walruff of Cologne; and I made and completed this 
German version in that city in the years 1804 and 1805. 

Besides tlie merit of the fiction and the peculiar style of 
the narrative, it presents q, picture of knightly friendship 
which seems to have first prompted the original translator 
to endeavour to rescue it* from oblivion; and the present 
version has been undertaken by me from a similar feeling, 
and wifh a regard to the same object. 

Many knightly encounters and adventures introduced 
towards the conclusion of the tale have been omitted, as 
partaking too much of the ordinary character of chivalric 
romances ; and some circumstances in the catastrophe, W'hicb, 
though not in themselves absolutely objectionable, might 
seem repugnant to the refinement of modern times> have 
been considerably modified or kept out of view. 


LOTIIER AND MALLER: 

SI Calc of Chi'baTrii. 

{From an unpublished German Manuscript.) 


THE FIRST CnAPTER. » 

I AM about to relate a fair liistory of great beauty, and 
full of pleasant adventures, which in all verity happened 
in the manner here set down. 

The book was originally rendered from the Latin into 
Italian, and thence translated into the German language ; it 
describes the fidelity and affection of two faithful friends, 
such as has never been surpassed. 

These friends were both of princely birth ; the one was 
a son of King Charles of France, and named Lother; the 
other,, a son of the valiant King Galyens, was called Mailer, 
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and his mother, Rosamond, was the most beautiful woman 
of that time. 

Lother, renowned in every virtue, was gay and ardent, 
and made himself so agreeable to all womankind^, that the 
whole sex was in love with him. This caused much dis¬ 
pleasure among many of the knights, and they went to 
Ludwig, King Charles’ other son? to complain of his brother’s 
conduct. 

“Sir,” said they, “your brother Lother is continually 
pursuing our wives and daughters, and we know not how to 
hinder him. He will continue this course in spite of us, 
unless for seven years he be banished the country. Jn that 
space perhaps his outrages will be forgotten, and he arrived 
at sufficient wisdom to understand good from evil. ' But if 
he remains here, of this you may be certain, he will excite in 
the nobles such anger and disgust, that yours and your 
father’s safety will be in jeopardy. Therefore, sir, we beg 
of you to lay this matter before the king.” 

I will willingly undertake to do so,” said Ludwig ; and 
he forthwith went to his father. King Charles, and explained 
the matter to him. , 

King Charles immediately sent for his son Lother; and 
when the latter had arrived, accompanied by his comrade 
Mailer, “ My dear son,” began King Charles, “ my nobles, 
knights, and faithful followers, are very indignant and highly 
exasperated against you for practices which I have so often 
forbidden; my advice you have not thought tit to follow, 
and it has been not a little trouble to me. Now therefore 
must I speak a judgment upon you ; by the Almighty God 
and his dear mother the holy Virgin, by all God’s saints in 
Heaven and the good St. Denis to boot, by my father’s and 
my mother’s soul, by the crown which I bear on my head 
and by my beard which I hold in my hand, if I find you, 
within seven years, come within the boundaries of my king¬ 
dom, 1 will throw you into a deep dungeon, wherein for 
those seven years neither sun nor moon shall you see 
shining.” 

As Lother heard his father thus speak, the blood ran cold 
in his veins. “Dear lord and father,” said he, “whoever 
advises you to this is certainly not my friend; I would 
therefore beg of you earnestly not to be thus harsh untp 
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i|i^ for I hope, 1 have not so deserved : I pray you, for 
^ God’s sake, to be hotter advised.” 

“ It may, nay, cannot be otherwise ordered,” said Charles. 
“ Take gold and silver as much as you may require; also 
such of my best knights .as may please you, and go into 
another land and gain honour.. Fight against the heathen ; 
and if you find yourself in any dire straight, let me know 
that I may come to your assistance. In truth, my deai' son, 
you must absent yourself for seven long years, for so I have 
been faithfully counselled; if you fail to do what I com- 
ipand., never more with me shall you have peace. Try 
-every path by which glory may be attained, as did Geryn 
of Mangel, who won that same land with his arms and my 
assistance. Lay yourself out as well, and I will also help 
you. Be good and true, and I will ever hold you for my 
son; but fail in virtue, and I will as constantly deny you.” 

“ Father,” said Lother, “ I will do as you command me; 
I will take with me Mailer, pay comrade, and several other 
knights, whose company I would gladly have. God be my 
witness, I am not inclined, my dear father, to return again 
until I have won glory and a kingdom.” And the king said, 
“ Therewith am I greatly rejoiced.” 

“Well, dear comrades!” cried Lother to lus knights, as 
he went out from his father, “ let us away; my father has 
banished me for seven years from this country, and my 
heart tells me I shall never inherit this kingdom.” “ Dear 
lord,” said Mailer, “ do not be disheartened ; those who 
have counselled this to the emperor your father will soon 
have their reward for it; it vvas intended for your injury, 
but I hope it wdll be rather for your glory and service; it is 
not right that a young man should spend bis days at home, 
but seek in foreign lands to lay the foundation of that 
fortune and lionour which at home he may not easily attain. 
I, for my part, will go with you, and faithfully serve you.” 
With these words Mailer embraced him and comforted him. 
Lother w'as consoled, and said, .smiling, “I liope God will 
help me; let us put our trust in him, and he will make the 
journey easy to us.” 

With this Lother called his companions, that they might 
make ready and put on their good armour. Mailer, like the 
rest of the knights, prepared himself magnificently; and 
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they all placed themselves before the palAce, well armed, ahd 
in knightly array. Lother mounted his horse, and took' 
leave of the assembled knights and nobles of the eburt 
These all wept as they saw lather depai;t> except those who 
had so counselled, and they laughed and rejoiced. 


THE SECOND CHAPTER. 

0 

Lother and his companions, after they had obtain^ 
abundance of gold and silver from the emperor Charles, de¬ 
parted from Paris and rode into Lombardy, to a town called 
Pavia, where lother found his uncle, his mother’s broker.;’ 
He betook himself, with his comrades, to an inn in ,the 
town ; and after they had laid aside their armour, th^ went 
in a body to the castle, where they found King L^nsier, 
Lotlici-’s uncle, in the garden under the shade of an olive- 
tree, wliere he sat, playing at chess with one of his knights. 

May Cod protect my uncle,” said Lother, as he appeared 
before liim ; upon which King Dansier rose up and'received 
him vei-y kindly. “ How is your father, whom I love •very 
dearly?” asked he of Lotlier. “He,is well,” 

Lother; “ hut 1 have been falsely sland«*red to him, insomuch 
that he ha.s banished me for seven years from his kingdom.” 

“ Ijet not this frighten you,” said King Dansier; “ I am 
rich enough, and will certainly not let you be in any trouble. 
An honest man abandons not his friends in the time of 

r 

need.” 

“ Sir uncle,” said Lother, “ I pray you be silent on the 
subject of my remaining with you, for that I am stiU too 
young ; a young man should ride abroad and seek knightly 
adventures, and jieither heed summer nor winter, that the 
noble deeds achieved in liis youth may well rejoice him in 
Lis old age. Therefore, dear sir uncle, my desire is to ride 
against the infidel, and seek knightly adventures.” “ Well 
spoken,” said King Dansier. Wlule they were conversing 
together, there came to them Otto, the son of King Dansier, 
a youth of fine figure, pretty face, and red hair. When he 
hud heard what had happened to Lother, and that he was 
banished, he swore to him that he never would leave him; 
but in this he lied, as you will see in the sequel. 

When Lother had been about fourteen days at his uncle’s 
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court, he said to Otto, “ Cousin, I go now against the in¬ 
fidel; if you will join me, willingly will I share with you 
whatever I may gain.” “ Yes, cousin,” said Otto; “ I am 
willing to accompai\y you, and will also take my followers, 
if you will swear to me, this whole year long to bear my 
name, and let me likewise bear yours ; you and your wdiole 
suite must swear at the altar, that you, during the whole 
year through, will be treated by them as I should be; and I 
on my part pass for you.” “ That 1 will wuUingly do,” said 
Lotber; and he and all his eompanions swore the oath to 
him at the altar. Thereupon Lother and Otto took leave of 
the king : the latter strietly enjoined his son to hold Lother 
in honour, and to do every thing that was agreeable to him. 
Then they departed. 

In the country of the Romans they came into a wood in 
front of a castle, where they had an intent to pass the night. 
But in this castle there lay concealed robbers, to the number 
of at least two hundred. It is a common saying, and it is also 
true, that as we have great difficulty in protecting ourselves 
against secret thieves, so we may also never suffer more than 
from those we most trust. So it happened to Lother; he 
trusted his cousin Otto entirely, but the latter played him 
false. As they sat at table in the castle, where they had 
been at first favourably received by the robber chieftain, and 
were little on their guard, the robbers sj)rang out of their 
lurking places and fell upon them. As soon as Otto was 
aware of this, he left his cousin Lotber and the rest in their 
extremity, and ran away. 

Lother and his men fought bravely with the robbers, and 
with such manhood that the latter were quickly overpowered 
and fied. When Otto became aware thatt Lother and bis 
companions were pursuing fthem, he scrambled down from 
the tree in which he had taken refuge, drew his sword, and 
ran after the robbers with the rest. “ Cousin,” said he, to 
Lotber, “ we may well thank God that we have conquered 
the robbers.” “Verily,"' cried Mailer, “ you have marvel¬ 
lously helped thereto ; see where they all lie, those whom you 
have slain.” Now they remained the night in the castle and 
reposed. On the morrow they betook themselves once more 
to the road, and passing Rome, went towards Constan¬ 
tinople ; they were thence obliged to cross the sea. 
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When they were all embarked, Lother said, “ Now let us 
be joyful; our first adventure with tlie murderers has ended 
happily, and God will help us yet further. But I beg of 
you all to stand by each other, and dy not forsake your 
comrades should any adventure again happen to us.” This 
they all swore to with willing heaits. 

As soon as they landed, tBey were again in the same 
manner assaulted by robbers, 'w^o with great cries rushed 
upon them. Otto immediately turned his horse about, and 
rode into a wood near tlie shore. Here he hid himself, while 
Lother and hi.s knights fought with the marauders. Mailer 
having observed his retreat, rode after and found him sitting 
behind a hedge. “ Thou false traitor,” cried Mailer; “ may 
God curse thee that thou leavest thy cousin Lother alone in 
such extremity!” He took a cudgel, and so belaboured 
Otto, that he, fleeing from Mailer, fell into the water; 
Mailer pulled liim out by one leg, and drove him before him 
into the battle. He told Lother how he had found Otto 
sitting under a hedge. “ By my troth,” said Lother,“I was 
a fool to bring him with me, and still more so to exchange 
my name with Ids.” They fought manfully, yet they would 
not have come oft* so w’ell this time as on the first occasion, 
had not the prefect of the country, a very brave knight, 
lijistened to their assistance. The robbers w'ere beaten, and 
their feet and hands cut oft!. Then the prefect,' when he had 
heard that they were come to serve King Orschier, and to 
assist him in his war against the infidels, led them to the 
king, to whom he related how they had fallen in with the 
robbers, how they had borne themselves in the fight, and 
how they were come to help liim against the infidels; and 
King Orschier received these soldiers joyfully, and was the 
more especially glad when informed that the son of the king 
of France was also with them. 

THE THIRD CHAPTER. 

King Orschier, taking Otto by the hand, “ Dear lord,” said 
he, “ wliat is your name, and whence did you come hither ? ” 
“ Sir,” said Otto, “ I am named Lother, and I am the son of 
King Charles of France.” ‘‘ It rejoices me greatly,” replied 
Orschier, “ that you are come hitlier, to stand by me in my 



316 LOTIIKK AND MALLER. [CH. m. 

need. You shall live at my court; I will treat you well, 
and will give you my daughter Zormerin in marriage; so 
charming ia she in person that never have you beheld a more 
beautiful woman.” , “ Sir,” answered Otto, “ I should, indeed, 
be a fool if I did not accept your offer; I thank you for it 
heartily.” At this moment Zormerin advanced down the 
steps towards them, led by two liigh ladies of the court. 
“Approach, my dear daughter,” said the king; “here is 
Lother, son of the King of France; receive him kindly, and 
thank him that he is come hither to assist me: 1 have pro- 
mistid thee to him; you will, if God please, be happy with 
him.” “ He and his companions are welcome,” said Zoime- 
rin; “ but I also see there a handsome knight standing in 
the background; he is of nobler figure than any among them, 
and I would fain know who he maybe?” “He is called 
Otto,” said the king; “ he came with Lother from France.” 

Zormerin was very beautiful and intelligent, and it would 
have been difficult to find any woman equal to her; and 
thought Otto in his heart, “ if the time were only conic when 
I might clasp her in my arms and make her my owm, Lother 
and his comrades should hang on the gallows. All he knows 
ia how to fight; but I prefer remaining with the women. 
What avails it to a man to be killed in battle ? he is soon 
forgotten. For my part, I like a good long life, delicate food, 
and good wine, for that is the physic for the body. Mary, 
mother of God, how beautiful is Zormerin I Lother has 
been his own betrayer, for now will 1 marry her under his 
name.” 

Then they sat themselves down to table. King Orschier 
and his daughter, and, opposite to her, Otto. Mailer be¬ 
came thereat almost wild with rage, and .said to Lother, 
“ Sir, what a fool have you been not to think sooner of this!” 
Lother bade him be silent and be of good cheer, though he 
himself felt sorely grieved in heart, and cursed the hour in 
which he had exchanged names with Otto, King Orschier 
intimated to Otto that his comrades should be sent to the 
inn in the town, but he himself was requested to remain in 
the castle, in order that he might be present in person when¬ 
ever the infidels made their assault. As soon as the king 
had thus finished his say, he added thereto, — “So will I 
bestow upon you my daughter, and when I am gone you 
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shall be king over this land.” And Otto thanked him much 
for such great gifts. 

Then Lothcr and Mailer, with thirty horses, went into the 
town to a host called Salomon. 

But Otto and his men^ remained at the court, and would 
gladly have seen Lother and Mailer on the gallows, so much 
did they fear them. Zormerin showed Otto all the honour 
which she believed due to the son of the king of France. 
Wlien Otto had the beautiful fdrra of Zormerin continually 
before his eyes, and lived peaceably at the court, he forgot 
Lother and his comrade Mailer at the inn, and troubled 
himself as little about them as if they had been heathens. 

Lother at last spent all the money that he had brought 
with him, and, according to his need, sold by degrees all his 
horses, except his own excellent steed; he had received it 
from his father, and his comrades would never consent to his 
selling it. 

_ C* 

The host was a kind and honourable man, and gave him 
to eat on credit, and lent him besides twenty marks, because 
he had well observed how nobly Lother carried himself. 
But the twenty marks helped not much, and Lother had 
very soon spent them, for he bought therewith clothing for 
his knights, besides the things thereto pertaining. 

Sir,” said at length tlie knights, it is truly folly in you 
not to declare to the King Orschier how ill that rascal Otto 
behaves to you, and how the whole matter stands; but if 
you will not thus break your oath, we will in a body go to 
the king and lay it before him. Your father, King Charles, 
once Iield Ogier of Denmark in prison, and swore he would 
kill him; and whoever interfered to pray foj* him the king 
liated and threatened to take his life; whereupon the whole 
of the knights (fetermined thaj^ they would go in a body be¬ 
fore the king, and plead for King Ugier; so will we also do 
for thee.” “You, gentlemen ?” replied Lother; “by the Virgin 
who bore God under her heart, whosoever of you shall do 
this, shall die by my hand. He is no w'orthy man, and no 
truth i.s in him, who dues not keep his oath firm. Shall a man 
for the sake of poverty burden his own soul? 1 know well 
what we swore to Otto at the holy altar! if he do evil, 
shall we also do evil? Rather w'ould 1 carry stones upon 
my back than be false to my oath, and not hold to it firm 
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and unpolluted! Let us continue to live uprightly in the 
Bight of God, and he will surely save us.” The knights, 
when they heard Lother speak so nobly, went out and wept. 

Afterwards, as they sat at table, they numbered about 
twenty-four; but the food prepare^ was hardly sufficient for 
ten. The host, like a worthy man, shared what he had with 
them, gave them, indeed, twenty pitchers of wine, and a 
supply of food. This host showed himself to be a righteous, 
pious man. 

When Otto heard that Lother was gone into an inn, and 
whnt groat poverty he endured, he rejoiced with all his heart, 
and Tvent himself to King Orschier to request of him to send 
somebody into the inn, in order to purchase from Lother his 
good horse, because he fancied that in his necessity Lother 
would willingly part with it for gold. Thereupon King 
Orschier sent to the inn one of his knights, who found 
Lother engaged in play with his host, in the hope of forget¬ 
ting his evil vexations. When the knight liad made known 
liis mission concerning the horse, Lother said to his comrades, 
“ You see, gentlemen, I must now, indeed, sell my horse, in 
order thereby to pay our host.” As the host lieard this he 
started up, and said, “ So help me God, you never shall, on 
my account, sell your horse, even should I thereby lose all I 
have! Go now again to your lord,” added he, as he turned 
to the messenger, “ tell him his guest may take it ill, but the 
horse you never shall take with you, rather would I with a 
stick break both his legs.” At these words of the host the mes¬ 
senger laughed in his mind, because they very well pleased 
him ; thereupon he took leave of the host, and of Lother and 
his comrades, and went again into the castle, and related all 
that he had heard to the king and Otto, and the lailer was 
exceedingly vexed. 

Hast thou well observeu, dear Mailer,” asked Lother, 

what Otto has against me iu his mind? God curse him 
for ever!” ** Amen !” said Mailer, “Mary, mother of God, 
when will the heathens come, that people then might see 
what manner of man this false traitor is! If he once came 
into battle, in an hour would he lose his nume again, because 
never will he have the courage to fight.” 
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THE FOURTH CHAPTER. 

Lotiiek, as he lay one day in bed, looked at his shirt, be¬ 
cause it was very dirty. “ Shirt,” said he, “ it is very long 
since you were washed, and that vexes me exceedingly. Mai¬ 
ler. dear comrade, take my shirt, and give it to some woman 
that she may wash it; I will stay iti bed till it is dry.” 

“ Very willingly, dear sir,” said Mailer. He took it, and 
went out very early in the morning. “ I will seek no 
woman,” said he, “but will myself wash thee, thou shirt, 
because it becomes not a base woman to wash thee, and a 
noble one would not do it! ” Then he went out of the house 
and through the town to a castle, where was a very beautiful 
garden, in which were many magnificent tre^is. It so hap¬ 
pened that the porter had nut well closed the garden gate, 
and it stood partly o})en: Muller entered, and came to a 
fountain in the midst of the garden: the water ran cle^r and 
pure out of golden lions’ heads into a great basin of white 
marble—a more beautiful fountain was never seen; from it 
there went a flight of marble steps to^'ards a walk adorned 
with marble columns, overlooking w'hich was Zormerin’s 
chamber, for the garden lay exactly behind the castle. ^Vhen 
Mailer saw the fountain lie threw the shirt into it, and 
washed it and rubbed it with his hands very industriously. 

At the same time came Zormerin with her maiden, named 
Scheidechin, down the steps into the gai-den ; and when they 
spied the knight at the fountain, they slipfied behind a 
hedge close by, in order to obsen-e him, how he so diligently 
washed and rublied the shirt. Meanwhile ‘ Mailer, as if 
talking to the fountain, spoke thus in a loud voice: “ Ah! 
sweet spring, couldst thou but speak, well might’st thou boast 
that thou to-day with thy pure stream hast washed the shirt 
of the bravest knight who lives on the earth, or who ever 
bore arms. Cursed be the hour when he changed his name 
with the false, traitorous, red-haired Otto; it is piteous that 
a man so nobly born should be compelled to sufler such 
poverty !” When Zormerin heard these words, she slipped 
back softly again with her maiden up the steps into her 
chamber, and commanded Scheidechin to go down irame- 
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diately, and bring to her the knight whose words they had 
both h^ard below. 

Zormerin’s maiden went down instantly to hialler, who 
still remained at the fountaih, and' gave him the message 
from her mistre^. ‘ Mailer followed her v^ifh alacrity into 
the chamber of the princess, wkiuh he found so beautiful, 
and ornammted with such^ splendlour, that he marvelled 
thereat greatly. Zormerin' sat on a Wgh seat richly be¬ 
decked with £old and precious stones. Aa Mailer looked at 
her, a chill came over him, for he remembered the words 
that he had spoken with himself at the spring. . He kneeled 
low before her and said, “ May God, who for our redemp¬ 
tion willingly suffered, take the princess Zormerin and all 
who are dear to her into his care !• I pray you send ray 
lotd something to eat; he has been fasting in his bed since 
y^ter morning.” “ What is your lord’s name ? ” asked 
Zormerin; “ He whose shirt you have been washing?” Mai¬ 
ler was so frightened that he could not bring out a word. 
“ Do not be alarmed,” continued Zormerin ; “ whoever 
travels in strange lands, in order to seek adventures or to 
gain glory, cann6t expect, at all hours and at all times, to 
have everything he requires or that he would wish to 
have.” ** Maiden,” said Mailer, “ I must avow that were 
my master Otto at his home in Lombardy, he would be rich, 
and weir cared for.” “How is it that you will still call 
him Otto ? I thought he had changed his name, for thus I 
heard you declare; the fountain, you said, had lent its ser¬ 
vices to the bravest knight in Christendom, named Lother, 
son of king Charles of France; cursed, said you, be the 
hour when he changed his name: my maiden will bear testi¬ 
mony that these were the words you uttered.” “ Yes, in¬ 
deed,” said Seheidechin ; “I can bear witness that such were 
your words ; and as I saw you vrring the shirt so with your 
hands, J. bethought me, I would willingly have fetched you 
a washing-stick.” 

“ Lady,” said Mailer, “ 1 must admit that what you say is 
true ; I have with these hands washed the shirt of the bravest 
and most virtuous of knights, but could 1 win a kingdom 
thereby, to no living man would I tell his name, seeing that 
I have sworn a knightly oath not to do so.” As Zormeria 
heard this, she thought within herself that it would have 
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been better to have known ndthing o£ tTiis miitter than not 
to sift tile whole affnitf to' the bottom. Such is commonly 
the nature of women; abd if one but begins to relate any¬ 
thing to them, their wholt^ mind is in labbiir, and they^ltv^ 
neither rest nor peace until they have come to the end tjf it. 

Zormerin continued to urge ]\^aller; but aSB only per-, 
sisted the more that he must not reveal the matte^.to any ' 
one, “ Hear me,” ^ she said ; “ stay here awhile, and * I wtll , 
go witli my maiden Scheidechin into anotheri^yoom, then 
speak your lord's name aloud to the earth: tliis may well 
be consistent with your oath. If I sliould then chance to 
overhear it, I will never reveal it until the time'is comet”' '* 

“ Worthy lady,” said Mailer, “I will do whatever pleasdi 
you ; and if in so doing 1 am guilty of any a^t'contrary t6 
ray oath, I will pray to God hourly that he will pardon me 
for your sake.” Then Zormerin and Scheidechin went out 
into iinotlier room. 

“ Earth,” said Mailer, *• listen to me ; to thee will I com¬ 
plain of the great rogue Otto of Lombardy, who with cun¬ 
ning words persuaded my master to exchange names with 
him, and now bears the name of my master, the son of King 
Charles of France. Therefore it is that King Orschier 
now does such great honour to Otto in my master’s name; 
while lie, my master, must live in shame under the name 
of Otto, and with his comrades suffer poverty such as so 
great a prince never before endured.” 

'Before he eoulil proceed further, Zormerin sprang into 
the room, and said, “ Dear comrade, your master shall no 
longer be in want ; and in truth this tronrhery has long 
been suspected by,me. Often in the church have I seen 
your master with tears flowing ^iver his cheeks, so that I 
mourned for him. My heart, too, revealed it to me, and 
felt much more for him than for the, traitor Otto; .and even 
though ray father has promised me to the latter for a wife, 
never, never shall he have me; for h»? who w'ould many 
me must lirst deserve me. What is your name, comrade ?” 

“ I am called Mailer, lady.” “ Dear Mailer,” continued the 
princess, “ in a happy hour you came to wash your lord’s 
shirt at the fountain ; I w'ill send your lord wherewithal to 
cheer him, so that the poverty wliich he and his comrades 
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hm<b eaiai^ itiay be forgotten, and he and they lience- 
Ibrtii ir^ enj<^ thMaselveft*' 

Hien she fetched linen and clothes from her father, and 
^▼e them to Mhllm-, that he might present them to his 
nmster in her name, and also a costly belt. Mailer thanked 
her, and to<^ his leave, a^d vent again the same vay by 
which he came, to his master at the inn. 

Whence eomest thon hither so hastily ?*' said the 
knight; as Mailer threw what he carried on his shoulders 
on the "bed. “Have you stolen these costly clothes from 
some rich rogue?” asked Lother. “Kow take them back 
again whence you took them; never shall such things Cover 
my body.” 

“ Peo{de should rather admire my cleverness, inasmuch 
as I have been dexterous enough to rob a man. If 1 had 
indeed taken from a poor man, I should deserve the gal> 
lows; but, sir, to take the rich man’s property is a sin I will 
willingly bear, and never burden you with it. Is it not 
better to steal from a rich man than to let a poor one die of 
hanger ?” Thus spoke Mailer in jest, mocking his master; 
but when he saw that Lofher was really in anger about the 
stolen property, he began seriously to tell him the truth; how 
the king's daughter had watched him at the fountain; how 
she, through her maid, had called him to her, and every 
thing as has been before related. When Lother had heard 
to the end thereof, he heartily rejoiced. “ I am truly glad,” 
said he, “ that thou hast not broken thine oath; because, 
indeed, my good Mailer, hadst thou done so, never again 
should I have felt pure and innocent.” 

“Now, dear sir,” quoth Mailer, “if it please you, I will 
prepare you a bath hefoi-e j^ou put on the clean clothes.” 

“ That I should like very much,” said Lother: “ only I 
fear the hostess will not permit it, seeing that 1 already owe 
her so much.” 


Mailer made no reply, but went straight to the hostess. 
He inquired of her whether she would prepare a bath for 
his master: she was very friendly, and said, “Willingly 
will I do so.” 


While she was still talking with him, there came a knight 
to the door, leading a horse heavily laden with gold and 
silver. “ This treasure,” said the knight. “ is sent by the 
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priaeegg Zormertn, the king’s daaghter, to the guest, who is 
here in jour inn; she has heard in^what poverty he is 
plunged; and this she cannot suffer to ooatioxn.” • 

• Mailer took the mcmej and curried ib into the chamber to 
his master. See, dear sir, this comes from the beautiful 
Zorraerin.” “ God protect ^r I ” cried Lotber; ♦* now will 
1 again eat and drink joyously, and now also ean I pay my 
host. After the bath, 1 will mount my ImrSe and ride a 
little; it is more than four weeks since last 1 was on my 
horse, for in truth I bad no inclinalicm thereto, as long as 1 
was in debt to my host.” 

Lother payed the host with jo 3 rful heart, and thanked him 
that he had behaved so kindly to him ; then he called hie 
ccoDpany together, and gave them all money for horsed 
arms, and line clothes; and he bathed himself, put on fine 
clothes, and was rejoiced in his very heart. 

THE Kirrii CHAPTER. 

ZoKUERiN went to her father, and said to him, “ Dear lord 
and latlier, since you have so many strange soldiers now in 
the town, let us for once have a tournament *, this 1 entreat 
of you, and 1 promise to him who deserves the reward n 
beautiful horse. In this way you w'ill be able to proye 
and discover the merit of each among them; and as it is 
known that King Pynart will soon come against the town, 
it is right that you should inform yourself on which of 
your servants you can best rely.” 

“ Dear daughter,” answered the king, “ I have long wished 
to do this, but Lather of France has each time prevented 
me.” , 

“If Lother were true and brave,” said Zormerin, “and 
were of noble blood as he reports himself, he would surely 
not oppose it; but much rather Avould all his aspirations and 
thoughts turn often to the tourney and the fight. 1 swear, 
by God who created me, were he even king over kings, I 
would never more be his. Never will I wed with a cowarf. 
He who becomes my husband must rule this country after 
you; and a cowardly, pusillanimous king would very ill pro¬ 
tect it against the neighbouring infidels 1” 

Gladly the king heard this from his daughter, andimme- 
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diately commanded fiis heralds to proclaim in the town that he 
would have a tilt at the quintain at the palace; namely, 
that six planks should be set up on an equal number of 
posts; and whoever .struck the plank should have a horse 
for his reward of the value of a hundred marks. The sol¬ 
diers were much rejoiced a£{ this news, but Otto was friplit- 
ened in his heart, and cursed a thousand times those who 
had suggested it. < 

Lother prepared himself magnificently, and so did his 
companions;—the Thursday, thought he, on which day the 
game was fixed, was very long coming, so impatient was he 
to tilt and to tourney. The other knights and nobles armed 
themselves gallantly thereto, for many a one amongst them 
thought himself the most valiant, and expected to gain the 
prize. 

Zormerin said often to herself, May Ood permit that 
Lother Avin the guerdon! then ivoiild T bestow it on him 
with all my heart. She often talkcvl of him with her faith¬ 
ful Scheidechin, — “Could he but win the prize,” said she, 
“he Avould then rise Aery high in my father’s esteem, and 
the falsehood Avould soon show itself.” 

“ Surely, you speak true,” said Schelrlechin. “ I could 
never persuade myself that Otto was really tlie man lie gave 
himself out to be : his Avhole behaviour Avas lurn'orthy of 
him ; besides, he is a red-liead, and they are commonly false 
and perfidious.” 


THE SIXTH CHAPTER. 

When the Thursday arriA'ed, the king AA'cnt to the A\’indow 
of his palace ; and by him ustooil lords, counts, and knights, 
to tlie number of tAvo hundred. Zormerin stood on the 
other side, and near her thirty of her maidens. She was 
very magnificently clad; on her mantle sparkled the most 
noble precious stones, and it AA’as clasped in front by a car¬ 
buncle and a beautiful ruby. Upon this carbuncle a eTew, 
named Pharaoh, had worked for seven year.s long ; he gave 
it to the sybil, by whom it Avas presented to the temple which 
was raised in Christ’s honour. When the Emperor Vespasian 
destroyed Jerusalem, Pilate sent it to him, that he might 
induce him thereby to spare his life. The emperor gave it 
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to St. Clemens, the pope, who bestoweii it upon Antonins, 
lather of St. Helena; tiie latter carried it to Constantinople, 
and offered it at St. Sophia; thence it was placed among 
the treasures. Tliis mantle King Orschiqr took out of the 
treasury, and adorned his daughter therewith; none more 
beautiful could be seen in any country, nor any maiden more 
peerless than Zormerin; for she i^as of spch exceeding beauty, 
that no man could ever look directly at her without becoming 
so enamoured of her charms that he felt within himself he 
could never love another. 

Otto approached Zormerin os slie, with her maiden Schei- 
dcchin, sat in a w'imlow to see the tiltihg. “ Dear lady,” 
said he, “ I will bide here witli you to see the tournament, 
so that I may be able to judge to whom the prize ought to 
be awarded.” “ What can you he thinking of?” asked Zor¬ 
merin ; “ do you expect to win a beautiful wife by eating, 
drinking, and sleeping, and with lazy indolent effeminacy ? 
If it should so liappeu, that I became your wife, my 
knightly lollowers and the whole world might well marvel 
what sort of unblessed man 1 had married, one who does not 
understand how to wield his sword. For my sake do it; 
ride out; you may already have come into low estimation.” 

Otto felt the reproach, and, half ashamed of himself, was 
obliged to go down fi-om Zormerin to the tiling, and to 
mount his horse. 

The whole world came to the tourney, enlivened on the way 
by the sound of trumpets, files, and trombones; and with the 
throng came also Lother, with a number of his companions 
and knights; he had also his lifers, trumpeters, and trombone- 
players, besides many heralds and esquires, who were mar¬ 
shalled in troops hear and behind him as if he had been a 
great king. “ Who,” asked Orschier,” is that stately knight 
who comes with so considerable a train?” “It is Otto of 
Lombardy, -who was so very poor,” said the servants; “he 
must sui ely have stolen the wealth, for how else could he 
have come by it?” Otto wondered not a little where hia 
cousin Lother could liave obtained the money for such on 
equipage, and could not conceal his astouishment. Mailer 
rode up to him, and said, “ According to your ideas, doubtless 
we should now be in great poverty; but such thoughts you 
must now dismiss, whether it be pleasing or painful to you. 
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IVlioeoeTer aims at wickedness, may he ever win jtist such a 
reward.” Otto pretended he heard not What Mailer said to 
him, and rode on in front, 

Zormerin looked^at no one as she did at Lother: he alone 
{deased her above all others. Lother also often looked up 
at Zormerin, and when he remarked that her eyes were 
fixed on him, he made his horse bound so gallantly, and he 
leapt the barrTers with such courage and such a noble de< 
portment, that every one was rejoiced to look at him. 

Now began the tilting. If the plank was not struck with 
exactitude by the'lance, the heavy beam swung round upon 
the helmet and knocked the knight off his horse. This hap¬ 
pened to many who thought themselves very excellent. Otto 
placed his lance in rest, and ran so furiously, for he rode a 
good horse, that he neither saw nor heard. But as he came 
near the beam, against which he was to tilt, he became so 
frightened, that he failed to touch the plank; the spear 
turned round in his hand. Close to the plank was a slough, 
full of manure and filth; as he now had not struck the bar 
of wood, but was himself st^udk by the swing-beam, his 
horse could no longer be held in, but carried him with him 
into the ditch, in which Otto lay like a log, bemired and 
weltering. Mailer began to laugh loudly. “ Hush, Mailer,” 
said Lother ^ “ if any other but you did that, I would never 
forgive him.” Lother was so true of heart, that it always 
hurt him when anything ill happened to Otto, although the 
latter behaved so wickedly to him. But Zormerin would not, 
for a waggon full of beaten gold, that Otto had succeeded. 

Now Lother tilted at the plank with his lance with such 
ibrce that the arm above, to which the plank hung, broke in 
two, and the latter fell; in tjie same manner he threw down 
the other five planks. “ Mary, mother of God,” cried the 
knights, “who has ever before seen so strong a knight?” 

Sire,” said the herald, to King Orschier, “ give this knight 
as much wealth, and as many horses as you will, you can 
never give him as much as he deserves.” Zormerin, full of 
joy, said to Scheidechin, “The red-head ha^ lost me I Go, 
hasten to Mailer; tell him, in my name, his lord may on this 
day keep open house in his liostelry, I will thereto send 
him money enough; nevertheless, whatever I may send, he 
is deserving of much mmre.” 
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Scheidechin performed her errand to Maller| who there* 
upon thanked her very courteously, and immediate^ rode to 
his lord in the lists, and bore to him, the pleasure of the 
king’s daughter, lather called to him ten heralds and 
through them caused all nobles, as well knights as squires, 
noblemen,, burghers and their wives, whatever their age or 
condition, to be invited that evening to the hostelry, and 
with him and lus comrades to make merry, with eating and 
drinking and other enjoyments. * 

Then spake one to the other, “ Who indeed can have rfven 
this miserable fellow so much money and property? It 
cannot have come to him justly; but a little while ago^ ha 
was willing to sell his horse for very poverty, and now be is 
going to keep open house. It is great arrogance truly. To* 
morrow early, by breakfast hour, he will have scampered off.” 

Thus tattled the people; but Lother was joyful, and 
thanked God with his whole heart, that it had turned so 
fortunately for him on this day. Zormerin’s favour was mtwa 
dear than all the gold she sent him, and his only anxiety 
was tin’s, how he should well entertain his guests; therefore 
be said to Mailer, “ Dear. comrade, tr^jst not alone to the 
host, see yourself that we have enough of every thing.” 
“ Never heed,” said Mallm*t “ nothing that is to be had in 
the town shall be wanting to us this evening.” Thereupon 
he rode away to the hostelry, and called to him the host. 
“ Sir host,” cried he, “ set your wits to work, for my lord will 
keep open Itouse here this evening, and he has by ten heralds 
caused to be invited knights, lords, gentles, burghers, and 
buighers’ wives, old and young, great and small, and every 
one who likes to eat with us; there must therefore be no 
want of any thing.” 

“ That shall be done, dear S$ir,” said the host; “ bring 
whom you will, I will provide well for all your guests.” 
Thereupon he went and prepared a most magnificent feast. 
When the tilting was over, every one rode away to his house 
in order to lay aside his armour, and then to repair to Lother 
at the inn. 


THE SEVENTH CHAFTEB. 

Kino Obschier sent the prize to Lother, commanded 
tliat he should be invited to the table at his court ^ hul^Lotber 
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in i^ly begged that he would not tlvink it ill in him if 
be not come; it was nut at present in his power, ns 
he intended to hold a court himself. Then the kinji won- 
dered greatly thereat. 

Lother betook himself to his inn, where the guests were 
already arrived in such numbers that they could not hnd 
room in the house; some of'them were, therefore, obliged to 
establish themselves in the garden, and some sat in the street 
in front of the inn. 

There was venison and game, and no lack of dishes witli 
eatables of every kind. There stood thirty great butts of 
wine, both white and red, from which each man might drink 
as much as he pleased; and on that same day full two hun- 
dresd men were so gorged with wine they could not speak 
their own language. 

Then said one man to the rest, “ In truth he will be obliged 
to decamp to-morrow morning; the host is, indeed, a fool to 
give him credit for so much.” Lotlier heard this, and said, 
“ Make yourselves easy, my friends, and care not for the 
reckoning, — our good host willingly gives me credit.” “ I 
have as much uneasiness about my reckoning,” said the host, 
“ as if I had the money already in my hand.” Then said 
they, “Ah! our host is as drunk as any one among the 
guests; to-morrow he will sing another song.” 

The guests remained together in revelry and jollity until 
midnight, W'hen each de})arted from the inn. Zormcriii 
had not forgotten her promise, and even before day-break a 
horse laden with gold and silver was brought to the inn. 
“ Dear host, now pay yourself as much as you’ve expended; 
the remaining money take into your safe keeping; as soon 
as it is spent tell me, that I may send you dnother supply.” 

In the morning early Lofher dressed himself gaily, and 
with his companions went to church; when Zormerin saw 
him, her heart beat violently; she entreated of her father 
that the knight, who the day before had tilted so admirably 
and carried off the prize, might be invited again to the table; 
and she pointed Lother out to the king as being the same 
brave knight. Upon which the king went to him and invited 
him to his table; but Lother would not accept it, and said in 
reply, “ Sir king, I will not sit at table with you until I have 
done you good service against the infidels.” Then Zormei’iix 
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gave him her hand, which he took, and she hade him good 
morrow, on which he went back rejoicing to hiWon. 


THE EIGHTH CHAETEII. 

Fourteen days after came King Hispinart from Acre, with 
an army of two hundred thousand men, and with him be¬ 
sides fourteen kings. When these inhdels entm^ into the 
country, all the inhabitants fled* to King Orschier, and cried 
for aid against the pagan invaders. The king was alarmed 
when he heard that the enemy were so near, and commanded 
Otto to be called to him. “ Lother,” said he, “ order your 
soldiers to arm themselves: we must march against these 
heathens; to you I commit my banner, and trust it wh<dly 
to your core.” •- 

Otto was frightened in his heart, but dissembled, and said 
W’ith smiling lips, “ 8ir, I will do my best.” He left the 
presiince of the king, and gave orders by sound of trumpets 
that every one should arm himself in his best Lother and 
bis comrades prepared themselves immediately with the 
greatest speed, and put their horses and furniture in the 
best condition. • 

Then Otto called his armour-bearer, to vsdiom he said, 
“ Go to my cousin, and say I am grieved from my heart 
that I have angerq,d him. I have followed evil counsel, 
but I am now ready to beg him for mercy's sake only once 
more to help me in my need. King Orschier has given me 
lus standard to bear in this great war; but this it will 
never profit me to do; my cousin can undertake it better 
than 1, for he is a brave and valiant knight; it is more suited 
to him than to the. If he will only charge himself with this 
banner instead of me, I will* willingly resign to him the 
maiden Zormerin, who has been betrothed to me by the 
king. I would much rather give up a woman than be obliged 
to head this great combat.” 

“ Sir,” answered the esquire, “this message will I willingly 
deliver; it would be well if Lother did undertake the thing, 
for as far as I know of you, if you enter the fight, you will 
certainly let the standard fall, which would be a great shame 
and ignominy to the Christians.” “ That’s true,” said Otto. 
Thereupon the soldier wtmt from him straight to. Lother, 
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and d^i^ered the message with much gravitj. He took 
Lotber aside; and said to him, Yoar cousin sends me 
to you; he begs your pardon for having offended you ; he 
has therein followed evil counsel, and it now grieves him. 
He desires very much that you should be reconciled to him, 
and if you will forgive him he will amend ills conduct towards 
you ; and in order-to do you honour, he will begin by giving 
up to you the banner which the king has intrusted to his 
g^ardiansliip, and be will yield to you the beautiful Zor- 
merin, whom the king has betrothed to him, and all the 
hoQoucs you may desire besides. Consider this proposal 
well, dem* sir, 1 entreat you as a friend.” “ Tell my cousin,” 
said Lother, ** I bear no ill-will to any man, especially not 
against him; I hold him for a prudent man, and he is also of 
noble birth. If King Orsehier has intrusted his banner to 
him, it is doubtless in good keeping, especially against the 
pagans, and if he has bestowed upon him a wife I have no 
desire to take her away from him; God give him with both 
much happiness and joy; I wish -it him with all my heart, 
and he would be very wrong not to do his beeA for the sake 
of such great good fortune. Say to my cousin also, in my 
name, that since the king has confided his banner to him, be 
mi]»t see to it well that he does not let it fall ; for if he does, 
I will strike his head off, or should 1 not be near at that mo¬ 
ment, I will send my comrade Mailer to. do it. This answer 
bear to my cousin from me.” 

The esquire was much troubled that he could obtain no 
better answer; but Otto was most pitifully terrified when 
he received this message. Ah! miserable wretch that I 
am!” he cried out; see well my hour is come: I must 
fight, though against my will, and, wor^e still, must be the 
foremost and lead on others when I would rather by far be 
the hindermost.” 

The king mounted his horse, took the banner in his hand, 
and presented it to Otto; the latter received it, and rode 
onwards with about thirty thousand Christians. Lother rode 
next to him; he bore on his helmet a silken sleeve, em¬ 
broidered with gold and with golden spangles, which Zor- 
merin had given him. She had ascended a tower from which 
she could see the fight; she know. Lother well by the sleeve, 
and as for Otto, she prayed to God with her whole heart that 
he might never return again. 
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When the pagans saw the ftrinj of the Christians ad¬ 
vancing towai^ them they drew up in battle-array, and a 
terrible onslaught began; they fought furiously against the 
Christians, and slew all that came l»for6»theiD. When Otto 
saw that the infidels fonght with such exceeding cruelty, he 
dropped the bannm: from terror, and shouted to his mmi, 
“ Deer oomrades, I sliall stay^ no longer here; I will ride 
home into Lmnbardy, for I fed ^eat anxiety lest these hea¬ 
thens should slay me. I coula not possibly remiun }im%, 
even though King Oscbier gave me another kingdom besides 
his own.” “ God confound you,” cried his comrades in re¬ 
turn. “ You disgrace all Iicrabardy, and if we desert a bad' 
master may God forgive Us, for you will have to ride off 
alone.” King Pynart now advanced nigh to the dank, whence 
Otto was fleeing; and as he saw the king thus approaching 
him, he cried out with a loud voice and uplifted hands, ** Bo 
not kill me, gentlemen, 1 will willingly deny God and believe 
in MahAmet.” 

Then he was taken prisoner and led into a tent« and King 
Pynai-t began the combat afresh. The Christians were con¬ 
founded at the fall of theif* standards “ Alas, alas!” cried 
King Orschier; “ cursed be the hour when I received this 
Lother at my court, and so trusted him; this day has he acted 
towards me like a false traitor.” The inftdels, on the con¬ 
trary, were highly elated, for when a banner is lost on one 
side the opposite party are proportionably delighted. 

King Orschier fought valiantly notwithstanding; but as he 
pressed rather too forward in the fight, there came the pagan 
king Helding, and struck him from his horse; immediacy 
thereon the infidels surrounded him, and led him away cap¬ 
tive. * 

When the Christians saw tlieir king taken prisoner they 
thought themselves indeed in an evil plight, and no wondmr; 
an army may well be dismayed that has lost both its standard 
and its king. 

Lother fought boldly, and forced his way de^ into the 
ranks of the heathen army; Mailer and his comrades also' 
failed him not. At length Lother espied the standard as it 
lay on the ground. “ Mailer, dear comrade,” cried he, “now 
fight briskly round me, that I may stoop and pick up the 
Standlird;” Then they both struck out so furioualy tlutt 
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they soon cleared a circle round them ; then Lother stooped, 
seized the banner, and let it wave in the wind; but it had 
been greatly soiled and torn under the horses’ feet. He 
handed it over to Mailer, and said, ‘‘ Here display it high in 
the air;” which Muller did, and then the Christian host 
exulted, and begun the fight again with fresh courage. 
“ Mary, mother of Gbd, protect my beloved,” cried Zor- 
merin; “ he is tiie bravest knight that ever sat on a horse.” 

Lother fought, until he came to King Pynart’s standard. 
There he saw how four of the pagans were leading captive 
King Orschier, who was bitterly bewailing his fate. Lother 
immediately hastened thither, killed the i'our infidels, seized 
one of their horses, and gave it to King Orschier. “ Dear 
sir,” cried he to him, “mount quickly, and see that you 
fight bravely.” “ Friend,” replied Orschier, “ you have tliis 
day saved me from death; to thee will I give my daugliter 
Zormerin, and with her also my kingdom; Lother of France 
has betrayed me very traitorously, and he shall never have 
my daughter.” Hereupon he rode again into the fight, and 
!MalIcr brought to him the standard. “ Mary, mother of 
God,” quoth he, “who may this man be, who has again 
upraised the banner?” “ Sir,” said the attendants, “the 
game man that set you free from captivity saved the standard 
also, and hotly has he worked for it.” “ By my truth,” said 
the king, “ I will well repay him; I will bestow upon him 
my daughter, and, after my deatii, my kingdom. Is it not a 
grief, my friends, that he whom I so much trusted should 
thus have treated me? But for this good knight, we should 
all ere this have been slaughtered by the heatlien foe.” 

Zormerin continued to Ibllow Lother with her eyes; for 
she knew him by the sleeve upon liis helifaet. There she 
saw how ten thousand pagans had surrounded him and 
killed his horse; she witnessed his fall, and that he never 
rose again. She saw that no one came to his assistance, but 
that he W'as taken captive after much resistance. 

When Zormerin witnessed this, she seized a knife, and 
would have stabbed herself to the heart; but Scheidechiii 
hurried to her side and said, “ Dear lady, bethink yourself, 
and pray God to preswve your senses.” “ Scheidechin,” 
cried Zormerin, “1 have seen the Prince of France struck 
down by infidels, and nobody went to his assistance. If the 



LOTIIEB AND HAT.LER. 


cn. IX.] 


333 


heathens have slain him, I will live no longer.* Herewith 
she would have Sprung over the battlements, had not a 
knight seized her and held her. “ Dear young lady,” said 
he, “be consoled; keep yourself well*and tranquil, your 
father is not slain.” 


THE NINTH ^HAPTER.^ 

Mali.eu sought his lord over the whole battle-field. When 
he could hear no tidings 'if him, he rbde to King Orschier. 
“Sir king,” said he, “ where is my lord and master?” “By 
my truth,” said Orschier, “ I know nothing of him.” “ Thou 
false king, thus rcAvardest thou him who saved thee from the 
hand of the infidels? Thou hast lost the best knight that 
is to be found in the whole country round; for know that 
he is Lother of France. I can no long(?r he silent, and I 
think the year is nearly over. Otto of Lombardy has de¬ 
ceived both thee and him, for witli his smooth words did he 
persuade my master to change names with him.” 

“Now, truly, gentlemen,” cried'Orschier, “let us imme¬ 
diately seek Lother; everything I possess 1 would give rather 
than lose him.” Then they all rode out together to seek 
Lother, but could not find him ; at which the king and all the 
knightly host were much troubled, for all his comrades loved 
him, especially Mailer, who was almost distracted with tlie 
excess of his grief. 

As night arrived, King Orschier returned again to Con- 
stantinoide, and Zormerin came out to meet him. “ O fatlier,” 
said she to him, “you may well grieve yourself that you 
have left beliiiul him who saved you from the infidels ; you 
know not who he is.” “ 1 know all, my daughter,” cried 
Orschier; “ Otto the red-haired has disgracefully cheated me 
and you, and has, in addition thereto, wilfully brought shame 
upon hi.s (rousin; hut God w'ill protect Lother, and may he 
prevent Otto from ever coming back here again.” Zormerin 
wept loudly as she heard her father thus speak. After this 
they went to table; but neither Zormerin nor Mailer could 
eat for great sorrow. Now when the table had been removed, 
and each person had repaired to his chamber, Zormerin 
went to her own apartment, and commanded Mailer to be 
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cabled to They both sat toother the vhole' asd 
wept and lamented for their lord. “Alaal alasP* crtod 
Zwmerin, “ without my beloved I can no longmr live 1 ^ 
^ Maiden,” said Mailer, hear me; I wiU deput to>ffiorrow 
early and devote my life to Peeking for my lord. I know well 
how to imitate the ways of these pagans, and I will so behave 
amongst them that they shall take me for one of themselves, 
and thus'shall I hear whether my lord be alive or dead.” On 
the morrow, as day began to break, he took leave of Zormerin, 
went to bis inn, and called together his cmnrades. ** Friends, 
put on your armour,’*^smd he; “I shall myself ride amongst 
the pagans, and never Vill I return till I have some news 
of my master. You know my horn well," swd he further 
to them; ** I will lead you into the wood ; there diall you 
wait for me: when you hear me blow, then come swiftly to 
help me.” “ That wiU we do jo 3 rfully,” cried his comrades, 
and they prepared and armed tlkemselves with great haste. 

Mailer rubbed his face with herbs which he well knew, 
so as completely to chmige his eomplexion; after trhich he 
rode out of the town with his companions. When they came 
to a wood, Mailer desired them to await him there. “ I 
shall myself ride on into the pagan camp,” said he, “ there 
to discover whether my lord is living or dead; and if he yet 
live, know, all of you, I will set him free, even should I, in 
so doing, lose my own life^” ' 

“ Dear Mailer,” cried they all with one voice, ** we will 
await your signal here; and doubt not that when it comes 
we will labour hard to win a guerdon from you; each man of 
us shall be worth two.” “ Comrades,” said Mailer, “ I thank 
you heartily.” Therewith he rode to the camp, and committed 
himself with confidence to God and the Virgin Mary, his 
mother. He was turning over in his mind how he should 
contrive to gain intelligence of Lother, when a troop of 
the infidel army, returning from foraging, came towards 
him. He had so well coloured his face and hands, and knew 
so well the language and manners of these pagans, and 
imitated them so naturally, that they all took him for one 
of themselves. So he rode along with tliem into the camp. 
He inquired for King Pynart’s tent; and when it was pointed 
out to him, he sprang off his horse and went straight into 
the tent to the king. “ May Mahomet,” said he, “ who 
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created all thin^ be pleased to ^pmteet my ootitdti 
Pynaxt, and may it please him to curse King Orsdifielr aim 
all Christians. Cousin, I am King GloritiBB^ bfOthm's 
son; nay father has sent me with twettty thousand lBienHHt> 
arms to aid thee; but King Orschier^ mmi felt npra me in 
the wood, and they have slain all my comj^iiiy,; Witii:^cat 
difficulty have I escaped froih them; and if yon will not 
avenge me, I will destroy my8^'.*^« ^Ihereupon he beat hie 
face, tore his hair, and showed such deep mtid', that the 
infidels were full of compassion isr, him. “ Bear nepimw,’* 
said King Fynart, ** calm yourself $ tell me, hoW does my 
brother? You are certainly my own nephew; for I w^ 
remember that my brother has a handsome son of abent yomr 
i^e.” “ Cousin, my father your broker is very wrfl} he 
desires, through me, most honourably to greet you, and I 
pray you earnestly to dub me a knight, for on this I have 
set my wh<de heiu^ Even thm*efore has my ffither sent me 
to you, that you may make a knigl^ of me. Oh dear cott»n, 
avenge me of that wi^ed rascal Mailer, who has oaused me so 
much disgracoy and who now Otily waits his opportunity to 
bring shame upon you also.” “ Dear nephew, I cdudl not 
leave Constantinople until 1 have conquered the city, and 
then we will burn all the Christians but this Mailer sfasfi 
be hanged in the air.” “ Ah I cousipi I'can never foiget the 
shame I have suffered.” “ Thou shalt soon be satisfied; I 
have near eighty Christians in my power; on these shalt 
thou revenge thyself well.” 

Mailer, falling on one knee, cried out, “ Noble king, give 
me these Chi-istians immediately, that I may revenge my¬ 
self upon them.” “ Very willingly, ray dear nephew, thott 
shalt have them, and inayest do with them what thou 
pleasest. You may fiay them and roast them for anght I care; 
but first I will dub you a knight.” Then King Fynart made 
Mailer a knight after the heathen mode. Mailer rose, seised 
his lance, and, after he had swung it round his head four or 
five times, threw it so far, that it could not be seen by the 
eye. “ In truth,” said the pagans, “ this is a brave comrade ; 
when Fynart dies, we will choose him for our king.” 
“ My nephew,” said the king, “ so help me Mahomet^ if I 
take Constantinople 1 will make thee king over this whole 
country, and 1 will take Zormerin to be my wife.* 1 hav<> 
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.jlsrojpK>sed concerning her to King Orechier ; but tlie 
!g#^-t 0 oth denies lier to me; therefore will I take her 
ICng Orschier shall hang like n thief in the air, 
an^'lbou shah havetthe prisoners.” 

Theq King Pynart sent word that the prisoners should be 
brpiaght before him, and they were nlmost immediately 
bl!ought thither. Lother was among them. "When IMaller 
perceived him, he was more joyous in spirit than if he had 
gAined a kingdom; he pulled, out his sword, and struck off 
the head of one of the captive Lombards; so did he with a 
second, and so also with a third. Otto was there likewise. 
When he saw how Mailer amused himself with the Lombards, 
he cried out loudly, “ King Pynart, I will willingly deny 
God and believe in Mahomet!” 

Then Mailer seized him, and would have slain him like 
the rest; but King Helding cried out that he should let him 
live, “ He is willing to believe in Mahomet,” said he; 
“ therefore you must not kill him. Besides, he is my pri¬ 
soner ; he yielded himself to me.” 

“ By Mahomet,” cried Mailer, “ so much the rather he 
should die; a bad Christian will never be a good Mahomedan.” 
“No,” said King Helding, “let us first try him; he mast 
trample the Cross , under foot, in order to insult Christ, 
then we will circumcise him.” “ Nephew,” said Pynart, 
‘‘do not offend King Helding; he <;ame to my assistance with 
at least one hundred tliousand men.” “ Dear uncle,” said 
Mailer, “ I am very much vexed that I must allow this rogue 
to escape; cursed be the mother who bare him.” But the 
pagans agreed unanimously that t),tto should be iiermitted 
to live, because he wished to become a believer in lVIal)omet. 

"Mailer next went up to Lother and dragged him by one 
arm so forcibly that be fell upon the ground, and then he 
gave him a few hard blow's on the back. Lother sprang to 
his feet, and in his indignation struck MaUer so hard a blow 
in the mouth, that he knocked out two of his teeth, and the 
blood flowed from his mouth and no.se. Then fell Mailer at 
the knee.s of King Pynart, and said, “ Noble king, let me 
hang up this rogue, who has treated me so ill!” “ Do with 

him what you plea.se,” said Pynart. “ I will have gallows 
erected,” said lllaller, “ opposite Constantinople ; there shall 
the Christians see whom I will hang thereon. Seize him im- 
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mediately, and lead him oat.” Then was X«<t^ eetze^ ' 
without pity, and bound, and a tiope. thrown lu^nind hta ' 
ne6k; and he prayed to God with hia whole hetfOD -to have 
mercy on his soul. * ‘ 

The gallows was erected on the hilh opposite Constantio 
nople, although King Holding di8*q>proved of it. Wh«i the 
Christians,” said he, “ see it, for they have cut aw*^ all the 
trees in this direction, that they mjiy be able to observe eveacy- 
thing that takes place, they may ea^ly fall upon. u% and 
occasion us great afiHght.” But hlaller insisted that the 
Christians should be able to see how Lotber was hange^. 

When the horsemen in the wood saw the gallowa erected^ 
they prayed earnestly to God that no evU might hapjpe^ ti» 
Xother or Hlaller, and that he would prosper MaQ^ In his 
undertaking. They immediately mounted their hojrses, as 
they thought that now something must happmi; and, to be 
in readiness in case Mailer should blow his horn. Thus they 
stood all ready and eager for the light. 

Mailer led Lother round to the gallows, and many of the 
infidels accompanied them. Lother sighed deeply, and said, 
Oh, Zormerin! oh. Mailer, thou trdb com^e { 1 sh^ 
never see you more ; to God Almjghty 1 confide you botii! * 
Then Mailer cried in his heart to God, tbid: he would emne 
to their aid, for he saw himself single-handed and Sur¬ 
rounded by enemies, and knew not how to set aboot the re? 
lease of his lord. As they came under the gallows, Lother 
prayed to God with all his heart that he would be merciful 
to his soul, and said, “ Heavenly Father, if thou but knswest 
how hard it goes with me, thou would’st inde^ pity me 1 
Farewell, Zormerin, beloved maiden! and thee, also, my tme 
comrade, never shall I see thee mpre while here 1 live! Oh, 
Mailer, ilid’st thou but know whom the people intend here 
to hang, I know surely thou would’st come to my assistance, 
but 1 have lost thee; and thee also, beautiful Zormerin; 
the gallows will soon be ready, and never shall I more be¬ 
hold thee!” < 

“ Listen, thou rogue,” said Mailer; “ if thou wilt 4$hy 
thy faith, and believe in Mahomet, then shaft thou live.” 

“ Never,” said Lother; “ lead me to the gallowi^ and 
give me only so long to live that I may have time to say, my 
prayers.” “ Unhappy man,” began ll^er again, ** wilS 

z 
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ihon not deny thy faith ?” — “ Never 1 ” Lother wept bit* 
terly as he was led away. Mailer when he saw him was 
grieved in-his soul. “ Set him free,” said he to those who 
held him; “ let him stand free w'hile he prays.” Then 
fell Lother on his knees; and when Mailer again called to 
him to deny his faith, he brpke out tlius, in a loud voice: — 
Eternal God and Father, whosoever denies thee, — who¬ 
soever in thee does not believe, is no true man ; thou hast 
created heaven and earth; thou wast borne by thy mother, a 
pure virgin, thou God and man, and thou hast sucked the 
milk of her breast O, Mary, mother of God, thou sawest 
thy son led to the hill of Calvary, where he suffered for our 
salvation, and as he died upon the cross the sun was dark¬ 
ened and the earth trembled; then Lord didst thou arise on 
the third day, and ascend into heaven, and thou didst send to 
thy disciples thy Holy Spirit; after that, thou called'st thy 
mother, and crowned her with eternal life. Eternal God, as 1 
truly believe this, so be thod to-day merciful unto me, and take 
my soul into thy holy keeping.” With this Lother arose, and 
made the sign of the blessed cross. While he was yet praying, 
Mailer had blown his horn, and saw his comrades ride out of 
the wood well armed ; then hastened he to Lother, and as the 
latter rose from his knees, unbound his eyes, and said, hur¬ 
riedly, “ Know me, my lord, — I am Mailer, your comrade ; 
here, take this ring, it is Zormerin who sends it; she grieves 
very much for you.” Immediately that he had said this, he 
struck off the head of one of the infidels, snatclied away his 
sword, and gave it to Lother. “ Here, here, take the sword,” 
said he, “ and defend yourself.” Then both struck down 
bravely all who were around them. The jnfidels, when they 
saw themselves thus betrayed by Mailer, ran together to de¬ 
fend themselves; in the meantime came also the comrades 
out of the wood to the place, and led with them two good 
steeds; Lother and Mailer mounted quickly, and, while they 
sometimes fled, and sometimes turned and drove back the 
pagans, they hastened towards Constantinople; the infidels 
followed close after them. King Orschier stood on the wall, 
and saw the terrible chase in the field ; and, said he, “I hope 
it is Mailer, who brings back Lother; bestir yourselves, 
comrades, that we may go out to help them.” 

Tlien be blew his horn, aud all armed themselves, and 
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sallied with him out of the city; and now began a mighty 
contest. When Orschier recognised Ijother he rejoiced, 
rode up to him, arid asked liow he had got free from prison. 
“ Tliat will I tell thee another time,” stfid Lother, “ now it 
is only a htting time to fight.” 

Thei'ewith he hastened to the field, stripped off a dead 
man’s harness, armed liiraself *tiierewith, and also with a 
helmet and accoutrements, and ryshed boldly at the inddels, 
who defended themselves stoutly. 

In tike mean time rode one away to the moat, and called to 
the princess, who watched from the tower, that Lother was 
alive and at liberty. Then she thanked God with hot tenrs, 
and jkrayed to the Virgin still to protect her beloved. The 
combat was fierce : King Ilelding ran tilt against Mailer, but 
was by him overthrown; Mailer’s horse fell also, but they 
both rose again, and Helding tied. “ Tliis day will I exter- 
miikate the Christians!” cried King Pynnrt. “ If you had 
Lother and Muller,” answered the attendants, “ you might 
easily overpower them ; but both fight so bravely that no 
man can stand against them.” King Pynart met Mailer, — 
for he well knew liim by his shield. “Villain!” cried he; 
“ fal.se traitor, would that thou wert hanged; how darest 
thou, scoundrel, call rne cousin ?” “ Dear sir cousin,” replied 
Mailer, “ I never deny my relationship.” Then King Pynart 
couched his spear and ran against liim, and would have 
thrown him from his horse, but Mailer struck him so hard 
with his .spear, that he pierced him tlirough the body, so 
that he tell with great anguisli to the earth. King Ilelding 
came then to King Pynart’s a.ssistance, else would Mailer 
soon have killed him outriglit. “ Cousin,” said Mailer, “ I will 
always j)ray to God for him who struck you off your horse.” 
“Ah me !” .said King Pynart, “ what sort of villanous re- 
lutiunsliip have I found!” Then he was led back to his 
tent, where he no longer found Otto, who had meanwhile 
escaped and fied back to Lombardy. 

Wlken Otto reached home, he found the king his fathet 
dead. The people received him as their rightful lord, and 
he was crowned king. He did afterwards to his cousin 
Lother much and grievous injury, as we shall hear in the 
sequel. Little thought he of the great honour which had 
been done him in Lother’s name, and still less that Lother 



I-OTWEli AND MAXLER. 


840 , 


[oh. X. 


•J 

h&d shovrn^'hlm no malice, although he had brought such 
great evil npon him. Notwithstanding he hated Lother, and 
'wished him no good ;.he swore also an oath to God, that if he 
GOnld do Lother or' Mailer an injury he would not neglect 
the opportunity; and he kept his oath, as you wiU hereafter 
hear. 

When it was now late, l^ing Orschier with his people 
returned again into the city of Constantinople. As Zormeikn 
saw the army coming, she went to meet her father before the 
palace; and when she perceived Lother she was so agitated 
with love that she could not speak a word. “ Lother,” said 
the king, “I give you my daughter, who stands here, in 
marriage.” “ Sire, I thank you very heartily,” answered 
Lother; “ and since you have given her to me, permit me to 
embrace her.” Then went he straightway up to her, em¬ 
braced her, and kissed her with gteat tenderness; and as he 
folded her in his arms, he said, ** Beloved, thank my comrade 
Mailer, who has freed me from the iniidels. He has for my 
sake done what no man ever yet did for another.” “ Be¬ 
loved lord,” said Zormerin, “ had you died, no greater grief 
could have happened to me.” 

Then they went altogether into the saloon ; every one 
took off his armour, and they all sat down to table. Ors¬ 
chier' let Lother sit by Zormerin, and his comrade Mailer 
next to him. When they had eiiten, Mailer began to re¬ 
count how he had persuaded King Pynart that he was his 
cousin, and all that had happened to him in his expedition, 
word for word. Thereat King Orschier began to laugh, and 
all the people also laughed very much. 


THE TElWn CHAPTER. 

The siege of Constantinople had lasted already nearly two 
years, during which there had been numerous assaults and 
many battles, in which many men, both knights and esquires, 
lost their lives. Lother and Mailer behaved themselves so 
bravely, so voliantly, and so truly, that tiiey gained great 
renown, and every one held them dear. They often sMlied 
out secretly and alone, attended only by their knights and 
retainers, into the enemies’ camp, and did the infidels great 
damage. Tliese infidels had more hurt through Lother and 
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Miller than fr<»n all the otlier soldiers taken together* 
Therefore did the pagans never forgive themselves that both 
had escaped out of ^eir hands, when^ they had already had 
them in captivity; they swore by Mahomet that neither 
Ixrfher nor Mailer should be allowed to live over the night 
if they could only catch them once more. 

But Zormerin was very anxious because Lother so often 
rode out. She entreated him very affectionately that he 
would not adventure himself so much against the heathens. 
“ They will kill you certainly,” said she, “ for they hate you 
and Mailer moi'e than all the others.” God will protect 
me, dear Zormerin,” said Lother; “ 1 am here to seek ad¬ 
ventures, and 1 must therefore not neglect them; shall I not 
revenge myself on these false infidels?” “I wish,” answered 
Zormerin, “ that you would cease for my sake, for love of 
me.” “ Dear woman, for your sake wiU I cease from all 
evil actions, but must couUnue to perform every deed that is 
honourable.” 


TUE ELEVENTH CnAPTEK. 

Avtek three months, as King Pynart was again recovered 
from his wounds, came liis daughter Synoglar, and 
brought fifteen thousand armed men in her suite. Synoglar 
w'as the most beautiful pagan of her time. Pynart was full 
of joy when he saw her; he ran to her, embraced her, and 
kissed her, and thanked her many times for coming to his 
assistance. “ Dear daughter,” said he, “ long since should I 
have taken Constantinople, were it not for a young knight 
therein called Lother, son of the king of France. A hand¬ 
somer young man is no where to be found ; if lie would deny 
his God an<l believe in Mahontet, 1 would give him to thee 
for a husband. He is the most proper and, furthermore, 
the bravest man that ever sat on a horse; he has twelve 
times overthrown me. If I had him in my power I would 
never leave him till he had consented, and would so urge him 
that he could not refuse to believe in Mahomet, and then 
should you be bis wife.” By this discourse Synoglar became 
deeply enamoured of I^other. She thouglit in her heart never 
again shall 1 be happy till 1 have seen Lother of France. 

King Helding was standing thereby, and heard the words 
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of King Pynart. He had loved the princess for a long 
time, and Pynart had formerly promised her to him; therefore 
he stepped forward and said, “Noble king, I have brought 
you one hundred thbusand men ; they are at my coat in your 
service, and I will not forsake you until we have taken the 
city. This I do for your daughter’s sake, whom you have pro¬ 
mised to me; but if I knew that you now willed not to give her 
to me, then would I to-morrow in the morning decamp with 
my men and ride back to my own country.” “ By Mahomet,” 
answered Pynart, “ dear Ilelding, I liad quite forgotten that. 
Well, if you can give Lother and Mailer into my hands you 
shall have my daughter.” T])is King Holding promised to 
do; but it would have been better for him if he hud not. 

“ I have thought of something,” said Synoglar, “ through 
which one of the two might certainly come into your hands 
before the sun goes down.” “ Oh tell me how,” said Htdding, 
“ for I shall have no rest till I have performed it.” “ Then 
arm yourself,” said Synoglar; “ mount your horst;, take your 
lance, and let me, adorned and rielily dressed ns becomes a 
king’s dauglitcr, ride on another horse by yonr side. Thus 
we will go to the moat by tlie wall. If Lotlicr now is the 
hero my fsither says, and he secs me witli you talking in a 
friendly manner, he will certainly come out, because hand¬ 
some maidens most people are eager to gaze iqion, and that 
man whose heart has no love for beautiful wornim is never a 
hero in the light. By Mahomet, I know for certain, when 
Lother sees me so magnificently adorned and so bcautifid, lie 
will readily come out, and it shall cost him his life. If you 
will then attack him 1 will help you witli my dagger, and 
strike him in the back until we have ov(*r[)owered him.” 
“ If you will aid me,” said King Iliddiiig, “ I promise to ac¬ 
company you even to tlie deatii; I go now to arm myself, — 
go you also and prepare.” 

When he was armed, and Synoglar magnificently arrayed, 
they rode out of the camp to a liill, an arrow’s llight from the 
city; and as they looked round this hill, and could see no one 
in the valley, they rode quite close to the city walls. “ Now 
look,” said Helding to Synoglar, “ that you forget not the 
dagger wj^en I come into the .struggle M'itli Lother; he will 
ride up to as soon as he discovers you; of that I am cer- 
taiD, for there was never a braver knight, nor a more gallant 
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youth. Your father took him captive, but Mailer, his com«> 
rade, set him free with exceeding craft. Had he not thus 
escaped, your father would, nevertheless, not have killed him, 
but would have kept him at his court,^on account of his* 
beauty and courage.” As Synoglar heard the knight speak 
thus of his enemy, she felt the latter becoming more and 
more dear to her heart. “ Ak,” thought she in her mind, 

“ that the young man would but come out, and assuredly he 
will, since he is so bold a hero,* When he has overthrown 
Holding I will follow him, deny Mahomet, and accept the 
Christian faith. How could I obtain a better man or a hap¬ 
pier fate than with this h'jro ? Holding thinks I shall help 
him, but cursed may 1 be if ever I raise a hand against the 
handsome young knight! ” “Of wbat are you thinking, beau¬ 
tiful maiden ?” asked Helding. “ Let ua now,” said Synoglar, 

“ride nearer the walks; tlu-recry with a loud voice that you 
have here your betrothed, and that were Lother of France a 
gallant knight he would come out to win her away from 
you.” “ Do not forget your knife,” said lidding. “ Don’t, 
trouble your mind about that,” answered Synoglar. 

Tlien cried Helding with a loud voice, “ Where art thou, 
King Charles’s son ? Come out and win from me my beau¬ 
tiful beloved!” Those who were on the walls went to tell 
this to Lother; and when he mounted the walls, he saw the 
pagan king with tiie beautiful maiden. “ Lother of France,” 
said Helding, “ come out and break a lance with me, if thou 
hast the courage, for tlm sake of this beautiful maiden.” 

“ W^ho is this fair damsel,” asked Lotlier, “ so magnificently 
arrayed ?” “ She is King Pynai't’s daughter; her father has 
betrothed her to me, but I must not take her for my wife, so 
have I promised* her father, until I have fought with you, 
body to body, if, indeed, jrou la'e bold enough to adventure 
yourself against me.” “ Wait for me thei’c,” answered Lother; 

“ I will arm myself.” “ Make haste then,” cried Helding. 

Lother went in haste to tlie palace; here he found King 
Orschier and Mailer, lie hurriedly laid the case before them 
l>ow the pagan was come to break a lance with him, and how 
he had accepted the challenge. “ I am sorry .foT that,” cyied 
Orschier, alarmed. “ Sir,” said Mailer, “Let me go out and 
fight with him, it is not fitting that you should.” ‘•’That I 
will never permit,” said Lother; “bring hither my armour 
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fudiil lie^ me jto pat it on.” Zomrarin^ who heard the order, 

Either, and wept bitterly. She entreated Lother 
«ffi%tionate words that he would not ride out; but Lo> 
"thter ffidFered himself not to be detained even by her, but 
tO(dc leave of her, and sallied odt in front of the city. 

. When Holding saw him coming he said, ** Synoglar, now 
looh at him, he who ought indeed to be an object of hatred 
to’you; this is that Lother of France, who twelve times has 
conquered your father in bkttle, and has slain many of his 
followers; I pray you, maiden, be pleased not to forgeit the 
dagger if I come into distress with him.” King Orschier, 
Mailer, and many other knights stood on the walls to witness 
the fight; Zormerin also went up and wept bitterly. 

“ Here am I,” said Lother, when he came near Holding, 

and I am ready to run a course with you: if you conquer, 
you shall take me as a prisoner, but if I overthrow you, 
this fair damsel returns to the city with me. I fight with the 
better mettle, since it concerns a beautiful woman.” ‘*1 
heed not your high words,” said Holding, “ for words, be 
they ever so grand, gain no victories.” Lather grasped his 
spear, and so did dso King Holding, 'and anon they ran 
briskly one against the other. Holding's lance broke, and 
he WM so sore pressed by Lother that he was forced from 
off his horse. Synoglar ran up to him, and said, “ Why dost 
thou le^ thyselL thou false man, be so soon conquered ? 
Cnrsed be thou by Mahomet — surely thou shalt never win 
my person.” At these words she pulled out her dagger, and 
would have pierced liim with it, but Ijother prevented her, 
and said to Helding, “ Mount, sir, lor I may not fight with 
ygu on foot.” Helding again mounted his horse, rode to 
Lother, and struck at him. Lother covered himself with his 
shield in such wise that Helding thrust a full hand’s breadth 
away from the shield. Lother struck at him in return, and 
wounded him in the shoulder, so that tlie blood flowed. 
Thereat was Synoglar happy in her heart. “ Dear sir,” 
cried she to Ixither, “ have no mercy with the sw'eet-tooth; 
if you slay him, I will, for the love of your hero-boldness, 
ride with yon, abjure Mahomet, and honour the God Christ, 
together with his mother who bore him.” 

This' Lother heard and rejoiced at; he and Helding struck 
heavily at each other, and both maintained a hard struggle. 
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At last Helding gmote so hard IxAher^s bonw^ thal it 
down dead. Lotber sprang up againi wouadi^ 
the left side, and said, “Come down now from jwr fc»3lpaei 
or I will slay you.” “ I will dismount,” said Helding, ^*if y^ 
will not molest me until I am down.” Lotber stood still 
and said, “ You may get down in security; I will do notiung 
to yon till then.” “ Then am I Safe from thee,” said Hiding | 
“ for I do not choose to dismount until 1 am in my tent. 
Mahomet be with you ! I leave* you my beloved, the Lady 
Synbglar, who has treated me very ill, and I will get my l^urts 
bound up, for I am very much wounded.” 

With that he turned his horse and rode fast away. 
glar remained alone with Lother. “Thou hast a coward's 
heart, thou false pagan,” shouted Lother after him; 
should not have believed it of you.” 

Lother took Synoglar kindly in his arms, and said to her» 
“ Beautiful maiden, do you desire baptism with all your 
heart?” “Yes, indeed,” answered she, “with my whole 
heart.” Lother mounted her white palfrey, and seated her 
behind him ; and while they rotle into the city, they conversed 
amicably logetlicr. “ Dear sir,” said she, “1 heard so much 
said of your valour and beauty, that I could not overcome 
my desire to see you. My father had promised me to 
Helding as a wedded wife, if he would conquer you and 
Mallei', and put you both into his hands. Then made I the 
cunning device that Helding should ride out and take me 
with him; but I only desired to see you.” Lother answered 
her with a smile : ‘‘ For this much I thank you, fair Syno¬ 
glar, that you could devise such a deep scheme. Helding ought 
to have i'ought more boldly; he must be heartily ashamed 
of liimself to liaVe suffered so lovely a young lady to be so 
easily conquered from him.” * 


THE TW'ELFTH CIIAI'TEB. 

Kino Orschier, Mailer, and all the knights went out to 
meet them, and received Lother very lionourqbly; but 2ior- 
merin remained behind. She grieved herself, because he 
brought in another young lady, and she fancied he would 
now love that one more than her. She went mournfully to 
her chamber, and commanded Scheidechin to come*to h^. 
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** (^* my dear Scheidechiii,” said she, weeping, “ wherefore 
should I ever have seen Lother; wherefore have I felt such 
love for him, and given him my whole heart ? I have done 
him many kindnesses; but now does he desert me to be 
j^eased with a pagan. She is beautiful, and a king’s 
daughter as well as I am, and men are ever more pleased 
with the new love than with the old! Oh, dear Scheidechin, 
thus have I now, on this ve^ day, lost him whom I love so 
tenderly 1 ” “ Dear lady,” answered Scheidechin, “ of this 
Ido not suspect Lother; he is, without doubt, the truest 
roan under the sim; besides he is much too wise and sen¬ 
sible, and knows very well that through you he attains such 
great honour and advantage, that I am certain he will never 
do anything which can cause you trouble or sorrow. If he 
has won the beautiful maiden with his sword, he is, for that, 
deserving of the more praise and greater honour. I know 
of a trutli that he will baptize her and then give her to one 
of his comrades. Should it, however, so chance that he were 
a month or two with her, that might be permitted him, be¬ 
cause he is yet unmarried ; she would come to shame, and 
you nevertheless would remain his wife.” 

“No,” cried out Zormerin, “ I will never hear it silently ; 
I will complain to Mailer in my extremity.” Scheidechin 
went and called Mailer to her lady, and he came to her imme¬ 
diately. “ Oh Mailer! ” said Zormerin, “ the woman who sets 
her mind upon any man, acts foolishly. Lother deserts me 
for the sake of a pagan, — that you may readily see; never 
before has he returned from the fight without coming imme¬ 
diately into my chamber; hut this time he comes not; he has 
forgotten me, although I have shown him such great kind¬ 
ness. Cursed be the hour when J helped him out of [poverty, 
nnd cursed the fountain and n?y eai s also, because they heard 
your words!” “Dear maiden, complain not bo bitterly of 
my master; he is in truth the truest man in all Christendom. 
He has won with his sword an infidel maiden; there is also 
nothing to reproach him with, because be remains with her 
till she has received baptism; be assure<i, that as soon as 
she is baptized he will give her to one of his comrades. If 
you permit, I will speak thereof to Lother, because it would 
not be well that you should harbour any suspicion against 
him. I know of a truth you will find no unfkithfulness in 



CB. xn;3 rOTHEB and IIAXLEB. 84T 

my lord.” Mailer took leave of her, and she remained in 
her chamber. 

Zormerin's heart was consumed with love. And any hu¬ 
man heart thus inflamed will never want cause for anxiety. 
She sent Scheidechin to Lother, and commanded him to be 
summoned; he came instantly^ thinking no ill. “ Lother,” 
said she, “ are you not contented with me, that you have 
also taken King Pynnrt’s daugljter, and love her more than 
me?” “I never desired King Pynart's daughter,” answered 
Lother, “ and never can I love another woman as I love you, 
and no other have I ever so loved.” lie took her then in 
Ilia arms and kissed her tenderly, and sat down near her on 
her conch, 'fhen came King Orschier, with six knights of 
her retinue, into the chamber: she had so concerted with him 
before she sent to call Lother. As now the king saw them 
both lying near together, then spake he : “ Truly, Sir Lother, 
you are much in haste! Will you, after doing your pleasure 
with my daughter, ride back to France and leave her in 
disgrace and me in affliction? By God, who created me, 
if you don’t now marry my daughter, I will lay you there 
where you never again shall come to daylight.” Lother 
sprang up and said, “ Noble king, what I have done to your 
{laughter may wudl be permitted me, because you have be¬ 
trothed her to me and promised that after the war I shall 
lead lier to the altar. Therefore if it please you that this 
take place now, I cah wish myself no greater good fortune, 
and I am ready immediately with all my heart.” “ Tliat 
rejoices me,” said the king; “ w’e will no longer defer the 
ceremony, and to-morrow early you shall be wedded to each 
other in the church.” LotluT was full of joy at this; he 
would rather that it should happen thus soon than that he 
.«honl(l wait even another day, for Zormerin could not sigh 
for him more ardently than he longed for her. 

The next morning the bishop espoused Lother to Zormerin 
in the church, and blessed them, and thereat both rejoiced 
with all their hearts, for they loved each other very dearly. 
At the same time Mailer also was espoused to Scheidechin. 
When they had come out of the church, tliey went to table ; 
every one was joyous, and the town burghers felt especially 
delighted that they were to have a lord so brave. After the 
feast, began a great tilting and running at the ring< costly 
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^vrere bestowed on knights and nobles; in aU points 
eadi did his best, and exerted himself to merit the reward. 
Lother and Mailer ran at the ring and touTne}red all the day, 
and overthrew many proud knights: none durst hold the 
barrier against them or joust with them. “ Mary, mother 
of God,” said King Orschser, ** what two stout Woes are 
these I they alone make the barrier too narrow for all the 
otfam's; my daughter, indeed is well protected, and she and 
Xjother ore, moreover, a lovely pair; a more beautiful wedded 
couple one could not easily find.” His servants, kniglits and 
nobles, very willingly agreed with King Orschier in this. 
All were full of mirth and hilarity, except Synoglar; she 
was very sad, because she had fixed all her hopes on Lother’s 
taking her for a wife. Liother went to her, and consoled 
her as he best could. “ Dear maiden,” said he, do not 
grieve ; you shall be well taken care of. Remain with my 
wife until I can find you a rich husband.” “ I thank you,” 
answered Synoglar 5 “ but hope is gone, and now must 1 learn 
patience.” 


THE THIRTEENTH CHArTEU. 

When the wedding festivities were with great mirth and 
joy brought to an end, the Christians again armed themselves, 
fell with fresh courage upon the heathen host, and fought that 
day so valiantly, that the enemy were entirely routed, and 
King Pynart and Helding lost their lives. Those who could 
save themselves fled and vacated the country. The rich tents, 
with much noble furniture, money, and property, became 
the spoil of the Christians. On that dny were one hundred 
thousand pagans skin; nevertheless much Christian blood 
must also have been shed, for tlie heathen fought bravely. 

Lothcr remained in Constantinople until the seven years 
were over during which his father had banished him; when 
these were expired, he told Zormerin that he wished to re¬ 
turn to France, that he might stand before liis father. 

Zormerin was very glad of this: Lother w^ent to King 
Orschier, and b^ged permission to depart with his daughter 
into France, because his years of -banishment were ex¬ 
pired. “ Assuredly I will permit it,” said Orschier; “ only 
you must promise me to return again to Constantinople, 
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when jou have eeen your -father; thereto I entreat you 
affectionately, for, after my death, you ehall reign over my 
dominions and be emperor of Coastontinople.” ** Dear sir,” 
said jjother, “ I will, before one year k past, be with you 
again.” Then they made all ready for the journey; Lother 
and the beautiful 2 ^rmerin, her beloved maiden Bcheideobin, 
with Mailer his faithful comrade, besides all their retaiuK’S, 
took leave of King Orsehier, who gave liis daughter his blesS'* 
ing. He saw her not again uhtil she had endured great 
suffering. 4 

They set forth together, attended on their way by about 
one hundred men-at-arms. When they came to Borne, the 
pope showed them much honour, and they remained there 
for four days. Then Otto heard, through a spy, that Lother, 
with his wife, as also Mailer and the rest, were on their way to 
Paris, and would take the route through Pavia. Upon wfoch 
Otto devised the greatest treachery that ever was heard o£: 
he assembled twenty thousand armed men, and made them 
take possession of ^1 the roads by which Lother and his 
company would travel. 

“ Sir,” said Mailer, “ let us rather pot pass through Pavia^ 
or at least let us be in proper array and well armed, because 
Otto, the knave, who is become king of Pavia, is not very 
well to be trusted.” Lother said he was right; and they aU 
put on their armour. But they were watched by a spy, who 
had been sent by Otto, that he might have certain intellio 
gence of Lother and his suite. This spy rode in haste back 
to Otto, and brought him tidings how Lother and Mailer, 
with their wives, were on the road thither, and only a very few 
people with them, “ but,” said he, “ they have all armed them¬ 
selves. Thus niuch I saw from behind a hedge where I had 
concealed myself; therefore be "bn your guard, sir king.” ** By 
my troth,” said Otto, “ their armour shall help them little, 
because 1 will send so many men against them,—indeed, hm 
to one shall go. Now will I avenge myself upon them: 
Lother and Mdler shall bang on the gallows, and Zormeria 
will 1 take for a wife.” With that he rode attended by all 
his knights into the wood, through which Lother must travi^ 
on the road thither; and this came to pass very soon. When 
they appeared, Otto, with five thousand men with spears in 
rest, ran full against liOther; and now may God t^e him 
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under his protection, both him and his faithful Zormerin, 
■for great suflerings await them both! 

They rushed upon him with tremendous shouts. “ Lother 
of France,” cried tliey, “ thou shall not pass through alive— 
here must thou die!” and therewith they fell as furiously 
upon them as wolves upon a flock of sheep. Zormerin, who 
aaw all this, sprang down ihstantly from her carriage, and 
ran quite alone into the wood and hid herself. The Lom¬ 
bards surrounded the carriage, and searched about for her; 
but they^found her not. Then they took Scheidechin cap¬ 
tive, and all the women. Lother fought bravely with the 
Lombards, and bore himself like a hero; but his horse was 
slain under him, .so that he fell with him to the ground; then 
they suiTounded him, and after he had received many wounds 
they took him prisoner by Ibrce. 

Mailer killed at least twenty of the Lombards; but be was 
himself grievously wounded; full thirty wounds had he, each 
of which was deadly; his horse also fell under him, and he 
swooned away and lay like a corpse among the dead. 
Lother was bound like a robber, and led with eyes blind¬ 
folded into Pavia. His heart was sore troubled, for he found 
bimself in the |>ower of hisunost base and deceitful kinsman, 
and he sighed deeply wlien he thought of Zormerin and 
Mailer, and commended them to God’s protection. 

Otto betook himself to his palace, assembled his council 
and distinguished knights, and asked their advice as to what 
he should do with Lother, and how he could best avetJge him¬ 
self? He was doubtful whether to hang him, or what sort 
of death he should make him suffer. TJien stood up one of 
the Lombards before Otto, and said, “ Noble sir, I think in my 
mind it would be very ill done if you so grievously destroyed 
your own flesh and blood. Besides, I/other is the noblest and 
bravest of warriors that ever was bora in your family. If 
you have had any grievance through him, still he has not ou 
that account deserved death. If yon kill him, and King 
Charles hear of it, neither you nor your family will ever 
have peace with liim, and you must continually live in 
dread. Therefore, sir, shut him up in a tower; there you 
may treat him as harshly os you f)lease. If you ever refient 
this advice, then never lollow my counsel again; but if tliere 
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be any one in your court whom my counsel displeases, let him 
say so boldly, and I will fight with him.” 

The Lombard who spoke was of high family. He himself 
had formerly served Lother’s father, the Emperor Charlesi, 
and had been with him at Marseilles, where he helped him 
to take prisoner the Count Ganelon; on this account 
was obliged to respect his "^ords and follow the advice. 
Lother was, therefore, thrust into prison. 

Otto sent for the captive women, and when Zmrmerin was 
not found he w'as greatly vexed. “ Where is ypur lady,” 
said he to Scheide^in ? “ Sir,” answered she, “ fourteen 

Lombards led her away: thus muck I saw — I wist not 
whence they came nor who they w^ere; but I fear greatly 
they will bring my lady to shame and dishououi'.” Otto 
was inwardly troubled at this information, and commanded 
the women to be taken to a separate apartment, where a 
sufficiency to eat and drink was placed before them. To 
Lother also was sent a leech, to cure his wounds. 

Otto sent round messengers, as far as Lombardy extends, 
to seek Zormerin, but she was not to be found. Then was 
()tto very enraged, because bis plan had so failed; for what 
he had principally desired was to get Zormerin into his power. 
Lother was now, by the aid of the b*ecb, recovered from his 
wounds, after he had siifiered much anguish. But he grieved 
and lamented inwardly for Zormerin, because he knew not 
otherwise but that she had fallen into Otto’s hands. 

He mourned inure for Zormerin than for himself. 


THE FOUKTEENTll CnAPTER. 

We leave Lother awhile and turn to Mailer, his 'comrade. 
He revived again from his swdon, and as he raised his head a 
little and looked about, nothing found be but the dead above 
and around him. 11c crept with much pain from under the 
dead botlies, and into the wood. Hei’c he sat doivn, and as his 
wounds bled profusely, he jiulled olF his jerkin, and tore his 
shirt into bandages, w'ith wibich he bound up his wounds as far 
as it would go. Then he looked about and discovered a horse, 
which had run away from the fight. With great pain and 
difficulty he reached the horse, mounted it, and ro^ slowly 
through the wood. , 
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’ He hftd not ridden- long when •fae,iiei;peived a heautifal 
woman, who ran away swifUy Vhen ekiffiSkW him coining. 
He followed, but she ran away nil tho 4}uic^ec. ** Ah! flee 
not, lovely maiden,’- said u^loud as he could shout, 

fi* Wait for me: I swear by kmghtly oath 1 wish to do 

yon no harm.’f 2k>nnerin was the fugitive, and when shierie- 
eoenised Mailer’s voice she stood still, and waited for him. 

Ah, Mailer,” she said, dost thou bring me tidings of my 
lord Lother?” “ Yes, dear lady; my lord is taken prisoner 
to Pavia; but I hope Otto is not daring enough to take away 
his life: so help me God, when my wounds are healed, the 
traitor Otto shall pay for it with his kingdom —^ to that will 
I bring him. But to have found you, worthy lady, is better 
to me than to have-taken any kingdom. We will go to 
France, and implore King Charles’s aid for his son, against 
the false traitorous Otto. Yet I suffer now suCh great pain, 
that 1 fear more aUd more I shall die and go no furtlier.” 
“ Dear comrade, be comforted: I will fervently pray to God 
for you, that he will help you and also my dear husband, 
and that he will revenge us on the false knave Otto, who 
has caused ’us so much harm. I Imve always heard say, 
whoever does evil escapes not liis punishment; therefore, 
dear Mailer, hope for God’s assistance.” Zormerin was de- 
l^hted that ^ had the protection of Mailer; but he was 
very ill from his wounds, and suffered a great deal of pain, 
especially' ikem a great spear wound which he had in the 
body, and Wdaich gave him bitter anguish. 

Thus rode they slowly on. and arrived at length at St. 
Bernard. Here they went into an inn, in which they w'crc 
obliged to remain for nearly four months. During fourteen 
days Zormerin thought each Itour that Mailer must die. At 
length he became better, and dfter four months he, with Zor¬ 
merin, again departed. AH that they had, they had expended, 
and now went away poor and barefoot. Zormerin endea¬ 
voured to console him with soothing v/oi'ds, how they now 
would travel into France, and how she set her hope on the 
Emperor Charles. Mailer comforted her in return, and tliey 
planned how they would set Lother free from captivity, and 
avenge themselves on the infamous Otto. Thus they con- 
seded and encouraged one another; hut they little expected 
that they should find no help from his kinsmen. 
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When Charles the einpwor felt that ,he was about to die, I 19 
sent throughout the extent of his kingdom for all his nobles, 
and the whole body of his knights, and payed what he owed 
them; tlien went he into the church of St. Kilian, where he 
confessed, and commanded a nob\e mass to be sung. As history 
infoi'ms us, the priest found on ^he altar a letter, wherein 
was written a sin which the Emperor Charles had committed 
but liad neglected to confess. The priest showed the letter 
to the emperor, who acknowledged and confessed immedi¬ 
ately that same sin, and thanked God with all his heart for 
this grace. 

The Emperor Charles shortly died, and his son Ludwig, 
was chosen and crowned as emperor, after he had taken for 
a wife Blanchefleure, tlic danglitcr of the Count dc Nar- 
honne. King Ludwig had not been long at Paris W'hen 
Zornierin and Mailer arrived there. Mailer went immedi¬ 
ately to the court before King Ludwig, who was surrounded 
by the grandees and nobles of the kingdom; among them 
was the brother of liis ivife, to whom, he had given great 
wealth, so tliat he had beeonie very powerful. Mailer had 
on a tatten'd eoat, and lus whole appearance was very 
wretched; therefore would none of his former acquaintance'^ 
reepenise him, but treati'd him "with contempt. “ Accursed 
be the wieked kingdom,” said Mailer to himsel^^ since a 
rich rogue will here have greater honour done him than is 
bestowed on the righteous man wlio is jtoor. Eternal God. 
why is every thing thus changed on earth?” 

Mailer fell at the feet of the kinir, who had not even so 
much as notice<l luni, becausi; lie^saw him in such a ■wretched 
condition. “ .Sire,” began Mailer, “methinks you wish not 
to recognise me, although you formerly know me very well, 
and 1 have still many kinsmen at your court; but now I 
am poor, nobody knows me. I am called Mailer, King 
Galyen’s son, and was brought up at your court, witli your 
brother. I went away wlien Jiis father banished him.” 
“ Dear Muller,” answered the king; “ yes, indeed, I know 
you now. If you will stay witli me at tlie court, and enter 
my service, you shall la; treated as my other servants.” 
“ Sire,” answered Mailer, “ it would be a wonderful thing 
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for me to serve thee, seeing that I also am a king’s son 
And at the same time, in his heart thought he, what sort of 
relation is this, that he asks me not at once after his brother, 
of whom 1 have spoken to him; not once does he even seek 
to know whether he still lives, or whether he is dead. Had 
I such a brother forsooth, I would banish him where ho 
should not come back again for a thousand years. There¬ 
upon he said, “ Noble king, why have you such an unfeeling 
mind towards your nearest of kin? Truly, methinks, you 
h;ive but small love for your own brother, who is now in 
misfortune and misery, and through your traitorous cousin 
languishing in fetters, while you live in peace and security 
king and emperor!" Then he related to King Ludwig all 
that had happened to Lother since his banishment; and 
after he had particularly reported every thing, prayed him 
for assistance, and that he would help Lotlicr out of cap¬ 
tivity, and revenge him on the faithless Otto. 

King liudwig would willingly have delivered his brother 
and sent men to his assistance, but there livcid at his court all 
the false traitors who had so long been Lother'.s enemies ; 
these took King Ludwig aside: “ Sire," said tliey, ‘‘ let 

your brother alone; he never did any good. Your highest 
knights he has all affronted on account of women, for wliich 
reason your father, as you may reinembcr, banished him for 
seven ^^ears from the land; if you receive him again now 
at your court, you will never have jieace or quiet with these 
noldes. Think also that you will then have to share with 
him the paternal inheritance; if he rome.s again he will 
certainly be cither king or emperor.” “ By my faith,” said 
the king, “ you .speak the trutli. Otto also has; iloubtless, 
imprisoned liim on account 9 f his evil ways. Mailer,” con¬ 
tinued he, turning to him, my friends advise me to bring 
no war into the land on my brother’s account. Lother will 
always live after hi.s own mind, lie would never .submit even 
to my father; he has probably in like manner injured my 
cousin Otto, and so it is ju.st that lie should punish Jiim 
therefore. Although he has inifiri'^oned him, he yet gives 
him enough food to cat. For myself, I will never put on ar¬ 
mour in order to help him out of captivity, wlicre he lives so 
well; in this 1 will follow iny connsellors.” “ Those who give 
you Such advice are thorough traitors,” retorted JMaller, 
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indignantly. “ It is grievous that you will rot come to the 
help of your own natural brother. Otto has, like a foul 
traitor as he is, imprisoned him unjustly!” Herewith Mailer 
turned nbo.ut, and went out. King fyiidwig called after 
him, to ask whether he would not ''breakfast with him ? 
“Nevermore!” cried MailerI will rather go fasting to 
bed, than cat with traitors.” This IMallcr spoke very boldly. 
He had not yielded at all to Kiig Ludwig’s pleasure, for he 
was ns great a king’s son as Ludwig. 

He went back then int<-» the inn to Zormerin. “Lady,” 
cried he, full of indignation, “ in Ludwig I have found the 
most faithless man that ever lived. He leaves Iiis brother in 
his need, and follows the advice of false traitors. May God 
curse him therefore ! Oh God, J fear much that Lother will 
never again he set at liherty.’’ Zormerin %vept. “ Oh, un¬ 
happy that T am!” said she; “did ever any woman endure 
what I must suffer ? Cursed be the hour in whidi I wa.- horn!” 
“ Worthv woman,” began Mailer, “let us again return to 
C'oTiPtantin(>])le to your Ailhor. I will bog liim to renneniber 
the gn^nt. fuloUty Lother sliowed toward'^ him; that lie may 
come to his a.'^^i'Stanee, who never (lo-^crtod him in l\ii^ need 
against the* pagans. I then whether truth is still 

to bo Ibund on the earth,”. 


THE SIXTEEKTIT CHArXEn. 

They left Paris and travelled many days. Of tbeir journey 
T shall say only that they came again into Lombardy. Then 
did they both take good counsel together, how tlxw should 
best disgiii.’se tliemselvcs, in ordc;^' totraA^el unknoun tlirongli 
the. comitrr. Zonmxin sold lier fine furs whicli she wore, 
und bought herselt* a lute therewith, for she could }>lay very 
well on that instnimcnt. Mailer, who know well lunv to find 
the projior herbs, stained himseir and also Zormerin, l>oth 
face and hands; no one in this di^^guise could know thein. 

Mailer, dear eotnrndc,” said Zormerin, when sIk* saw how 
changed tliey both were, “ let ns go to Pavia, and there learn 
wl)ether I^other is dead or alive- 1 beg you earnestly to do 
it, for no one will know ns in this guise.” “If you then 
will undertake the delicate task,” said Mailer, “I willingly 
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agree to your proposal. You can, with your lute-playing, 
gain as much as we may require, not to die of hunger; .and 
King Otto shall find me in clothes besides. I will say I am 
your husband; you shall be called Maria, and I will name 
myself Dietrich.” “ So let it be,” said Zormerin ; “ and now 
only be quick ; let us haste with as little delay as possible to 
Pavia, that we may hear of Ijothci-.” 

In the mean time, while l-hesc two were thus wandering, 
Lother lay in a deep dungeon; but enough to eat and to drink 
was given to him by Otto’s command. They were come now 
to the holy Whitsuntide, and it so happened that a new gar¬ 
ment was brought to King Otto; and, as he put it on, he 
found it was a hand’s-breadth too long. Now as he was 
much abusing the tailor who had made it, one of the cham¬ 
berlains said, “ Sire, you have for a long time kept I^tlier 
of France in captivity, and he has ne\er been newly clad. 
Yet is be of high birth and your near kindred; therefore it 
would be very proper for you to send him the garment, as it 
is too long for you ; it will just fit him, for he is much taller 
than you are.” “Be it so,” said Otto; “go take it to him." 

The chamberlain went with the garment to Lother, whom 
he found lying very unhajijty in the dungeon. The .servant 
greeted him, and s]>okc to him Avith kindness. “ IVIy lord, 
KiV^ Otto sends you this robe, that you may wear it.” 

Stood u{), put it on, and it fitted him excellent!}', 
added the chamberlain a thouglitlc.ss word, which he 
afterwards regretted. He said, namely, “ My lord, the robe 
hts you as completely as if it hud been made for you; for 
my master the king it was a somewhat too long.” “ What 
mean you by that r” cried Lother ; “ am 1 so little esteemed 
ill the Avorld, that Otto dares to .send me what does not lit 
liim ? Oh! must 1 endure thi.s ? Ah me ! If then I am thus 
degraded, I tvill never more desire either to cat or drink.” 
Therewith he dotfed the garment usrain, cut and tore it to 
pieces, and trampled it under foot. “ Oo now,” said he to the 
chamberlain, “ tell the dungeon warden I will neither eat nor 
drink any more; I will live no longer; lot no one bring me 
food.” The chamberlain was very grieved so to have spoken ; 
be Avent sadly to King Otto, and told him the circumstance 
and all that Lother had said. Then Otto began to feel a little 
pity, and was sorry that the cBamberlain had said so much. 
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On the same day Zorrnerin and Mailer arrived at Pavia. 
Tliey went instantly to the palace, and inquired of the porter 
whether they could be permitted to play and sing before the 
king, and if so, desired he would lead them into the banquet 
hall. The porter wished to jest with Zorrnerin, and would 
have kissed her on the neck ; but she turned away and gave 
him ^ueli a hearty blow, that two of his teeth fell out. Then 
the porter thought to play them false, and would not let them 
enter. This a knight witnessed, and took them under his 
protection, and led them both directly into the banquet-halk 
wJiere the king, with the v'holc court, many knights and also 
many beautiful women, sat at table. Otto little thought that 
Zormerin and Mailer were so near to him. Had he recog¬ 
nised them under their disguise, he would without mercy 
have slain Mailer; for he hated him more especially. Zor¬ 
merin and Mailer moved on to the side where they s.aw the 
other minstrels, and sat down by them. Mailer immediately 
filled a drinking cup with wine, and drank it off at a 
draught. “ God help thee,” said the piper; “ we see plainly 
yon are one of us.” When the repast was half over, the 
jdayers stood up; one piped, another j>lbyed on an organ, and 
so that eacli in turn peri’oruied his part. At length Zormerin 
took her Iut(;, and ])layed thereon so sweetly and so well, 
that Otto kept lii> eyes eontinuully fi.vcd upon her. The Inte- 
jdaying delighted him .so mucli, that he made all the other 
players to cease, and li.stened only to her ; he said moreover 
to his servants, ‘‘ Let the lute-player be richly rewarded; 
for she lias so jileased me, that I would not have her say of 
mo that I am stingy or poor. These people wander about 
every wliere more, than others; and when they arrive at other 
jila’cc's, I would that she S|ieak well of my eonrt.” 

“ Noble sir,” said one of the kniglits, ‘‘ it might be well 
to reward th(‘f,e musicians, so tlmt they niaj* publisii your 
jiraiscs in other parts ; but think of your cousin Lotlier, 
who is at tins very moment a captive in your duugcou. He 
is your nearest of kin; and if he had his right, he would be 
emperor of Rome. I have heard that your eliambcrlain dis¬ 
tressed liim very much to-day on account of a robe; in jus¬ 
tice, noble sir, you should not suffer him to perish so jii- 
leousl}". Jly advice is, that ,you .send him good meat and 
drink ; let them bid him be of good cheer, for that his*affairs 
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will yet mend, and that you wish to be reconciled with 
him. It were also well that you sent the lute-player into 
the tower to him;,perhaps she might please him, and he 
would take courage again ; I am confident he would thank 
you for it,” ‘‘ Let it be so,” said the king, and called his sei*- 
vants. •* Take food and wine,” said he ; “■ carry it to my 
cousin in the dungeon.” 

He also commanded Zoraierin to take her lute and go 
with the servants to a prisoner in the tower, before whom 
she was to play for his amusement. “ I will give you 
for your service a good reward,” said he. “ Sire, what you 
command me I will do very willingl}',” said Zormeriii; and 
thciH.'iii slic indeed spoke tlie truth; for no gift ever so great 
could make lier so glad as that she should again sec her be- 
loA ed. Her heart beat hard through great joy and expecta¬ 
tion ; so did also that of the laitliful Mailer, who only feared 
lest her great gladness sliould be observed. 

She went liieii witli the servant, who carried the food ; 
and when they came to tin.* lower, they found Luther very 
ill and lying on the bed. “ Take this food away again,” said 
he ; “ 1 will ncithei’ eat nor drink. Has King Otto sent 
these musicians to inuke meek of me ? He knows very well 
that from such as these 1 can derive no pleasure. ’ Zormeriii 
.said then to the .serving man and the warder: Dear 

Ifiend.', go you out, and lock us in here with the gentleman ; 
I ivill ]>lay so sweetly that lie shall, notwithstanding his words, 
be delighted ; and I w'ill .say to him such soothing words, 
that lie .shall be willing to .share with me his last farthing.” 
At these wunls the .serving inai^ iiiifl the keeper laughed 
lieartiJ}’, and tlioj thought Zorinerin a C'urinnii. Lother was 
astonished when lie lio** so speak ; yet could lie neitBei* 

rec(»gni.se her nor IMallei*. Zornierin began xo play, the 
ser^ iiig-inan and the kfjeper went out, and left both alone 
with tiio cii])tivc. AVhen Zormcrii> was certain that they 
were fur enougli otf, and all the bolts and locks W(;re fas¬ 
tened, llieii she loll on tins neck of Lother, and wept, and 
kissed him a thousiuid times. 

“ O Lother ! kiiowcst thou not thine own true Zormerin ? 
Here also is Idalh'r, thy comrade: iu order to see thee, wc 
have thus disguised ourselves.” Ijotiicr began to shed scuhling 
tears when he rccogiiisc(l lier, and pressed both to lus heart. 
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and embraced and kissed her again and again, times innumer* 
able. “ Kiss me, dear lord/’ said Mailer ; ^‘for I love you more 
than all 3 >'our friends besides. Your father is dead, and 
jour brother Ludwig is crowned king; the latter follows 
the counsels of your treacherous enemies, so that you must 
expect no consolation from him. It grieves him not at all that 
you lie here in prison. Yc/ur wife and I went to Paris; but 
as I received such sorry comfor|^ from your brother, I brought 
her hither, that we might learn how it fared with you ; and 
'whether you were alive or dead. Then I willed to lead her 
to Constantinople to King Orsebier. Let us speak to him, 
to besiege Pavia and destroy Otto; King Orschier must aid 
us, if lie remembers how you assisted him against the pa¬ 
gans. And now, dear sir, do you know anything of Schei- 
dechin my wife? Is she dead or alive?” “ Dear comrade, 
she is not dead; slio was tiiken prisoner with the others, and 
led into tlie town; there she is indeed still. Zormerin, 
beloved wife, w'o have had but little joy in our marriage; 
may tiod h#‘lp us out of our trouble!” And now both wept 
aloud and moaned bitterly. Mailer attempted to comfort 
them. Yon are wrong,” said he; ‘vlhat you have so much 
evil fortune is God’s will; so too can ho soon turn vour 
sorrow iuto joy. I wish only, for iiiy part, that I had Schei- 
dediiii luy bc'loved Avife with me; 1 Avould make myself 
very happy witii her. \ou ought to forget your griefs now 
that you are together. I will go for a while into the little 
room, and leave you alone; for I do not belong to you nor 
to your secret counsels.” Comrade,” said Lotlicr, blessed 
be she who bore thee; those words God himself bade thee 
speak!” , 

Thus did they tarry together long, until at length they 
lieard the jailor coining, who unbolted tiie doors. The time 
was come when, u itli sorrowful hearts, Lotlier and Zormerin 
must part. Lotlier kissed Mailer on his inoutii. “ Fare thee 
well, true friend ; work with your best strength, that I may 
come out of captivity.” “ lie assured, sir, my heart will never 
be glad until you are out of this vile durance, and I will labour 
for it as much as possible,—I swear it by all the saints.” Now 
again entered the jailer, who bid them withdraw. Zormerin 
could with difficulty restrain her tears or help betraying her¬ 
self; it caused her heart deep grief that slie must now depart 
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and leave Lother behind. King Otto had Mailer newly clad, 
and gave Zormerin a golden girdle, richly set with pearls, kept 
them three days at his court, and treated them hospitably. 
Af^er this space they took leave of King Otto, and once more 
departed from the town of Pavia. When they were come 
into the fields, tliey thanked, God that tliey had not been 
recognised and *had seen their beloved lord, and they con¬ 
fided themselves and him s^ll to the protection of the Al¬ 
mighty. 


THE SEVENTEENTH CUArXElJ, 

They came now to Constantinople, and went immediately 
into the pahice, before King Orsetiicr. When Zormerin saw 
her father, she could not for tears speak a single word. 
Orsehier looked at her, and for a long time could not recog¬ 
nise lier; at last he knew her. “Dear daughter, wlienee 
eomest thou? It was with difliculty I knew you again! 
Whoever saw a queen in such circumstances? Cursed be 
the hoar that J gave you to Lother ! ” 

Then, said Mailer, “ Speak no more thus, sir: you gave 
her to the noblest knight that lives on “arth; and besides 
that, he is better born than ever were any of your I’acc! I 
pray you to remember the great fidelity whicli he showed 
you; you know well that if he, after God, had not acted 
of-he did, the pagans would have quite ruined you. Could 
you forget his fidelity, you would indeed do him a great 
injustice.” And now he began and related to King Orscliier 
Jill that had happened to him, and how Lother now, through 
tiie treachery of Otto, lay in prison in a dengeon at Pavia; 
also how King Ludwig in Frjtuce followed evil counsels, and 
would not help his brother. “ 'J'hink, noble king,” said he, 
“ how the heathens had taken you, and how my lord Lother 
freed you again. Have ]»ity also on my lord, and comfort 
and assist him.” “ Then,” answered King Orscluer, “1 hear 
from you that his natural brother keeps away, from him? 
Why should 1 then stand by him ? AVliy should 1 bring my 
country into so lieavy a war ? I should be llie jest of the 
world, if I did not conquer, which is very possible. God be 
my witness I will not run the risk ; better care shall be taken 
of my daugliter; '^he .shall never see this man again, and I 
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will find a richer prince for her than Lother.” “ King,” crte4 
Mailer, “ never more will I be your friend ! When 1 can do 
you an injury, I will not neglect the occasion, hut do you'all 
the niisclnef I can. I swear eternal hatred to you, and declare 
war against you!” With that he rose and went straight' 
way out 

‘i'hen went he to Zormerin, who sat mourning in her 
chamber, shedding many a thousand tears: she also had 
entreated her father for Lother; but all was vain. “ What 
shall we do now, dear Mailer?” cried she, weepit^, “ I shall 
go now to my father,” said he, “ in order to pray him to 
help Lother. This is tlie last tliat I can do.” Do So, dear 
Muller, I will give you a good horse and a valise full of gold.” 
“ God will reejuite you, noble lady,” he replied. “ Now I beg 
you, be constant and true.” “ You shall find lio failing in 
me,” said Zormerin ; “ yet I wish I might live no longer; 
for I fear greatly Lother will never again be free.” Mailer 
wept when he heard her speak so sadly, and took leave of her. 
She had commanded that the best horse in the stable should 
be given him, and he immediately rcale away from the city. 

Mailer was grieved from his lieart. Never,” said he, as he 
came out into the country, “no, ncA-er will 1 rest till 1 have 
set you free, my dearest lord.” lie determined now to go to 
his parents, whom he had not se€‘.n for so many 3 'eai‘S. He had, 
when a child, been found by Ogier of Denmark in the water, 
as the latter was going out with liawks to hunt for duck# ; 
whence he received the name of Mailer, which signifies in 
the Italian language the same as mallard, or “ enterieh,” in 
German. Ggier of Denmark resigned the child to King 
Charles of France; the latter having heard that King 
Galycn had lost his child, thouglit that this might be the 
sajne, and therefore sent him *baek utito King Gal^'eii, who 
brouglit up the child till the age when he could serve, and 
sent him then again to King Charles; at his court he remained 
until he was twenty-three years old, when he accompanied 
LotlkT to Constantinople, and during the whole period he 
had Jiever once seen his parents. 

Mailer had to pass in his journey through an imperial 
city. He was very well ai-med, hut had no armorial hearings 
on his shield; so when he arrived in the city, he rode imme¬ 
diately to a painter’s house and had his coat of arms^painted 
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thereon ; viz. three beads of nmidens, gold on an azure 
ground, above tlie heads a leopard, and in the centre of the 
^ield a demi-lion. When it was finished. Mailer paid for it 
liberally, and rode on again as far as Cliampagne. Here he 
came to a large to>vn wath a beautiful castle, but he wist not 
to whom it belonged. While he was thinking to himself, 
there approached him a messenger carrying letters; he spake 
to him courteously, and imujired the name of the town and 
of its lord. “ Sir,” answered the messenger, “this town is 
called Neustadt, and belongs to King Galyen the invin¬ 
cible.” At this answer Mailer was much rejoiced, and in¬ 
quired further of the messenger. “ Whither goest thou, 
dear friend?” “ Not far from hence, noble sir, to the castle 
there; I must bring ten master-workmen, that to-morrow in 
Neustadt they may iiiake preparations for the great tourney 
which is to be held there.” “ For what occasion is this 
tourney to be held?” “ Sir, King Ansys’ daughter, from 
^pain, will be married to Utger, the son of King Galyen. 
Whoever gains the prize in this game shall have a beautiful 
horse, with a saddle and housings embroidered with pearls; 
a Inore magniiicent guerdon was never seen. Here shall 
we sec assembled all the flower of chivalry; on heralds and 
musicians also will great gifts be bestoAved. A man may well 
tilt gladly for the sake of a beautiful Avoman; and the maiden, 
King Ansys’ daughter, of Spain, is so beautiful, that one could 
not easily find iier equal in the AA’orld.” 

Mailer lel't the messenger and rode on again towards the 
city ; he determined not to declare himself to Ins pansnts till 
he had tourneyed with ten of the bravest kjiights. Then lie 
commended himself to God, to his blc-ised mother, and 1o 
fSt. Julian ; this last is a saint,.to Avhoin people are accustomed 
to pray when they desire to liiid good quaiters. As he rode 
into the tovAui he saAV numerous ?)obles, knights, scpiires, and 
many beautiful AAmmeii. Tliere Avas heard on all sides the 
sound of j/ipi's, trumpets, and many-stringed instruments. 
“ Eternal God!” said Mailer, “ I liave by this time learned 
how miserable is the life of the poor man • hoAV many are suf¬ 
fering in AA’retcbedncss Avho have no jiroperty, Avhile the rich 
are so pompously enibcllishiug life. O God, Iioav vain is all 
this ! Were it iu» for Lother my lord, and my beloved wife 
Scheidechin, Avhoin 1 wish so much to deliver from captivity, 
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I would abandon worldly honours and all pleasure and joy, 
— and would go alone into the forest, — there might I serve 
God, for there only shall I be certain of imperishable joys.” 

He rode on again into the city, and sdugiit in many places 
for an inn, but every one jeered at him, and bade him go 
furtiier; and he laughed in his heart, because he knew well 
that had he made liiinself known he would every where 
have Ibund a lodging. At la^t he was received in a rich 
merchant’s house. Here he saw that already every one 
wlio lodged in the house had placed his helmet before the 
window; ho begged also of his host to take care that his 
helmet in like manner should be hung outside the window, 
so that people might see he wished to tourney, and he pro¬ 
mised iiim ten guilders for doing so. 

The host was greedy for the money, and commanded the 
servant at onee to hang tlic helmet out of window. IVIaller 
iijuve the servant a guilder, for wliicli he thanked him, and, 
witli a jesting uir, adJ(*(l, “ J will take good cai’c of it, if 
yon nill prorniso to dnl) inn a knight, should you to-morrow 
gain tho pri/c, for I liave a long time desired to be made 
a knight.” Mailer answered, laughjug, “More than thou 
desirest shall tliou have*. I'roiu me/’ The servant took the 
lielmt'i iind hung it jestingly liigher than the others, so that 
it was eonspitnious to the eye. And thus jested the servant 
witli him in all wavs and at evorv thing that Mailer desired of 
liini; i'or be held him for a poor k)iight who was seeking ad- 
vcnliircs, in order to gain somewhat. Hut Mailer laughed 
with the servatit, and so well knew how to win him, that he as 
well as llu! host, soon for love ol' him did all liiat he, required. 

Mailer went yut into the city to walk about, and came be¬ 
fore lii(> palace; liitliereamc Otg(‘,r, his brother, and with him 
walk('d his lather, King Ansjs, and the Uastard vou (Jiine- 
lar. King Ans}s* son. As Mailer saw all thc.?e princes 
coming, lie asked the servants who they were; and when he 
beard his father named, the tears came into his eyes. The 
princes made Otger observe Malhw, because he so perfectly 
resemlilcd him. King Galycn, his father, approached liim ; 
Mailer bowed reverentially. “ Tell me, dear comrade,” said 
tlie king, “ whence c.omest thou liithcr ? ” “ Sir,” answered 

Malh'r, “ that shall you know to-morrow w hen the tourney 
begins. 1 am a pour companion; 1 seek adventures, and 
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ara Gomo hither to obtain a prize ; but if I obtain it, so shall 
God curse them that would contest it with me.” King 
Galyen laughed and turned again to the princes. “ AVhat a 
fool of a young man is this,” said he; “ to what I ask liim 
he answers not directly, and says all kinds of absurd tilings 
instead.” 

Tiien Muller met his mother, and liis blood ran swiftly 
through his veins; he wist not whether he should speak to 
her and makeiumself known or not; then he remembered liis 
vcw, that he would not make himself known till he had 
tilted against the bravest and most famous knights. 

Ihe nobles and ladies begun a gay dance; then Mailer 
chose the most lovely woman out of the circle, and danced 
with her so beautitully, and like a little bird sprang so 
lightly with her, that ^1 tlie women felt a liking for him ; 
and even the knights said, “ What a fine young man is this ! 
every thing he does becomes him well.” 


THE LICillTEENTU ClIAeTER. i 

The next morning early JMallcr put on his fine armour, 
which he had obtained from Zorinerin, and rode to the 
square before the palace, where the tourney was to be held; 
the servant of the inn, named Gamier, attended him as his 
squire. First Mailer saw the marriage of his brotluir and 
King Ansys' daughter ; as soon as this was over, tliey began 
the'tourney. The princes kept the arena, in order to tilt 
with every one who rniglit enter. The women went to a 
handsome gallery which had been prejiared for the occasion, 
riiere were lull three hundred in number, and llosamunde, 
Mailer's mother, sat in the centre, by King Ansvs’ daughter, 
and the women on both sides around her. Exquisite beauty, 
loveliness, and grace were there to be seen in plent)*, but 
plenty also of pride and arrogance. Many handsome knights 
had their lady loves thei'e ; and many women there were, 
who wished in their hearts that their husbands miglit not 
return alive from the tourney. 

Mailer rode up to those avIio were distributing the spears, 
and demanded one also, liut as they saw liiin attended only 
by a single servant, they said, Who are you? 'Wlience do 
you come Of wliat country ? W;is your coat of arms 
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exposed to view ?” “ It was exposed to view,” answered 

Mailer; “ my servant will beat* witness to it.” But they 
would not believe him until two heralds, who accidentally 
stood by, swore thereto, and that they had seen the coat of 
arms the day before exposed for show. Now, at length. 
Mailer obtained a spear. He bore exactly liis father’s 
arras, to the half-lion. This last he had had added thereto. 
As he now rode into the lists, ^very one wondered ; even the 
great King Galyen was astonished to see a stranger bear 
these arms. The king spoke to hirrf kindly, and said, “ I 
am surprised at the device you bear, comrade; you have 
exactly my arras, with ihe exception of the dcmi-lion. Tell 
me, therefore, whence hast thou them?” “ Sir, I had the 
arms painted at my own pleasure, not tlierew’ith to offend 
you, but rather to honour and exalt you ; therefore I pray 
you, may I he permitted to tilt therewith ?” 

“What!” cried one of the knights; “thou arrogant 
sweet-tooth! how darest thou to t-ake upon thyself to hear 
the king’s arms?” “Make not so many words,” answered 
Mailer, “ and bo not so very indignant. I beg of you ; bring 
me. one of your best comrades, and 1 will pnive my right to 
these arms upon him !” King Galyen could not help laughing 
at Mailer’s hold speech. “ Comrade,” .said he, “ yon shall have 
permission to bear these arms under the condition that thou 
tiltest against a knight that 1 wdll .send thee, and if then 
thou do.st not do honour to lliem, I will treat yon in such 
wise that the eoat of arms .shall he rcvei'sed until llie up- 
jierniost shall become the lowest.” “ So he it, sire,” an¬ 
swered JIaller, “ yet I have first one request, if you will 
graciously penpit me to ask it.” “ You have permis.sion; 
what is your request ?” “ It is ])roclaimed that knights must 
break four lances before they can receive the reward ; I heg 
I’or my.self to be allowed to break eight.” The king, after he 
liad agreed, rode awayj and had himself armed. Ho put on 
an armour not known, entered the lists as a foreign knight, 
and demanded to tilt against Mailer, who was also, on Ids side 
immediately ready. They rode against each other. Mailer 
struck his father exactly in the vizor of liis helmet, so that 
the helmet fell off Jus head, and his lance was broken. The 
king could not save himself from falling. More than u hundred 
knights ran to him to raise him up again. Mailer tould not 
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confess before tlie people that it was his own fatlier whom he 
had unhorsed; but he had already knelt down, and im¬ 
plored of the king forgiveness and grace. They carried the 
king away into the palace, where he was disarmed and pre¬ 
sented with a goblet of wine; he drank it offj then mounted 
his horse again, and said to the Bastard von Ciineber, 
“I beg you to break with this adventurer a couple of 
spears. If thou tlirow him down, I will richly rcwai’d you.” 
The king had fixed upon the bastard, because he was hig, 
strong, and brave. He also rode against Mailer, and was, 
like the king, unhorsed by him. He cried so lo;id with pain 
at his fall, that those who heard him thought he was dying. 
King Ansys had hi.s son brought away from the arena, and 
all the princes lamented for him. Then King Galyen ealled 
a worthy knight, udio, already in fourteen battles had car¬ 
ried the standard of the king. “ Count Kichard, dear 
nephew,” said Galyen, “ 1 pray you break a lunee with this 
adventurer.” “ 8 ir,” answered the count, “methiriks the 


stars to-day arc not propitious for those who fight against 
the adventurer: I .shall wait till to-morrow.” Geim, King 
Ansys’ eldest son, made a signal to Mailer with liis hand ; 
the latter was quite prepared and anxiou.s, for he would 
rather have died than not win the, guerdon (»n that da}', be¬ 
cause he hoped through this to be m mneli the more gladly 
acknowledged as their kinsman by his parents and friends, 
and consequently so much the bettej' able to carry a.<si.stance 
to Lother. For his friend he bore eon.stuntly in bis mind, and 
not for a moment, in all be did, could he forget him. Mailer 
also struck down Geon, .so that he remaineil lianging with 
one foot in the stirrup, and lie was dragged hy tin.* liorso all 
rountl the inclosure. Then ruse such a tumult and cry among 
the people at this siglit, that the eanh sliook. After tliis rode 
up to him Otger his brother, and begged to break a lance 


with Lini.' “ Tiiat shall 1 neA Cr do,” ajisw'eved IMaller. “ I 


would not for all the Avorld run against j'on ; myself I hold 
■very lightly, and heed not at all wdrat may befall me, but for 
your sake it would grieve me very much ; vour fatlier, and 
your mother, and 3 'our bride might well eiu se me if 1 threw 
you ; therefore run I not against you.” “ By my truth,” said 
Otger, “ you are a ^ irtuous kniglit; if you will remain here 
with my father and me, we will treat you well.” “ 1 thank 
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you very much,” answered Mailer; “ that may perhaps be 
(lone; when I find a good master^ I serve him well.” Then 
Otger rode away again. 

Mailer broke the eight spears in a knightly manner, and 
with splendid tourneying, although at the fourth he had 
already earned the prize, and the heralds liad begun to cry 
out his praises and his triumphs with many noble words. 
Yet ho was not thereby to be diverted from his purpose, till 
he had broken his eight speats altogether, and unhorsed 
eight knights. King Galycn commanded his pipers and 
musicians to attend Malic:’ to his inn, and the heralds also 
preceded him with fine singing ; then Mailer had a fine re¬ 
past prepared of poultry, fish and venison, and wine in 
plenty, and regaled all who chose to come. 

Wliile he was prci)aring every thing for his guests. 
King Galyen came and brought the prize with him to 
the inn. It was a superb horse, on which w'as a golden 
saddle; the stirrups were of silken web, with p(;arls and 
precious stones, beautifully adorned. Two queens led it; 
the one was the be.iutiful Rosamunde, Mailer’s mother ; and 
the other King Ansys’ daughter. King Ansys himself. 
King Galyen, and his son Otger, and many other princes, 
came with and followed the horse, as well as many beautiful 
women and brave knights. On the horse sat a noble youth, 
Avho W’as clad in a silken robe, and adorned with costly 
jewels; on Ins head he tvore a golden crown magnificently 
ornamented with precious stones; and the two queens who 
led the horse wore also golden crow'iis, splendidly jewelled, 
and were clothed in rich robes. In such line order, and with so 
noble a company, they went tlirough the city to Mailer's inn, * 
When Mailer saV them approaching his heart was glad, and 
lie thanked God in silence. ' 

King Galyen Siiiil, “ Sir, receive this reward ; yon liave well 
carm'd it hy your kniglitly virtue.’’ “ That 1 have merited the 
rew’ard,” said Mailer, “ I tliank God, in the first place, who 
gave me strength tliereto, and next the beautiful woman wdio 
lives ever in my mind.” Then lie took a drinking-cup, and 
gave his father to drink, then his luotlicr, then his grand¬ 
father, also called Galyen, and then lastly to his brother 
Otger. King Ansys took it ill tliat Slaller had given these 
four to drink before him ; he thought himself insultotJ, turned 
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about, tmd ^was feoin* away. Noble king,” cried Mailer, 
“be not'offended that I have, giveji tlie cup to these four 
to drink tirst; for the’ first to.whom I gave it is he who 
begat me; the secoml, she who bore me; then gavel to my 
grandfather, from whom my father and I are descended, 
and after him to my brother.” With these word? he fell on 
his father’s neck, hugged and kissed him ; then he embraced 
also his mother, and cried, “ You see your son Mailer, 
whom King Charles of FriCncc brought up!” Then the 
joy was indeed grea.t ; Mailer was made welcome by all, 
and very much cSressed by his kindred and friends. The 
servant Gamier pressed through the crowd, fell at Mailer’s 
feet, and begged for forgiveness, for that he had carried on 


liis jests with him, and lidieuled him. “ Thou servodst we 
well,” quoth Mailer, “and therefore I shall reward tlice.” 
He dubbed him knight, and gave him besides land and great 
wealth. To the host he gave the horse, besides the treasures 
whifth he had received as the prize, and begged of him that 
he would pray to God, to give him aid in his design. 

This the host promised ; and thereupon Mailer iuviti d Iiim 
and his wife to table, and they betook themselves together 
to the palace, where the table and excellent viands stood pre¬ 
pared.. But before they sat down to the re|)ast, IVIallerlaid be¬ 
fore King Galyen his requc.st, ami prayeil for aid for Lotlier, 
and for his wif(‘, Scheiclechin; he al^o related all that had liap- 
pened to them, and the treachery of tlie ialsc Otto. “ 1 will not 
go to table; I will never,give iny.''elf div<.*rsion nor rest, nor 
sleep, until I have found aid for my lord Lothcr, aiul for my 
wile.” “ Dear son,” cried Mailer’s gramlsire, “ 1 will not for- 
* sake thee!” “Nor I,” said King Galyen , “ I w'ill help tli.ee 
W'ith fifteen thousand armed men.” “ I also, dear brother,” 
said Otger, “ will help thee with my best ability.” “ And I 
Tip less,” said King Ansys; “1 will not leave Lother, my 
kinsihan„in the lurch, in his necessity.” Then was Mailer’s 
,lieatt Very Vejoiced; he thanked all, and cmhi’aced them. 
Then he fell on his knee before his father, and pr.ayed 
his forgiveness that he liad thrown him down; his father 
forgave liim willingly and blessed his knightly strength. 
Kosamunde could not leave off niressing him, pressing liim 
to her heart and kissing him; she was full of Joy to have so 
valiant a son, and all eat gaily and full of glee down to 
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table, wbcfe they ate and d^ank, and toasted -pjj.e another, 
till Otger with his bride retired to bed. 

The next day the princes wrote letters,f and' sent them 
without delay into all their lands, that efrery one capable of 
bearing arms should get ready, and should then assemble 
with them. Mailer remained in thb citj'-, and urged them on 
that they inijfht the sooner be^u order, and all be the more 
quickly i*eady for the expedition. 


THE XmETEENTII CHArTER. ^ 

In the meantime Otto had hoard that Zorroerin lived again 
in Constantinople with her father; he sent, therefore, a very 
great embassy to King Orseliier, and informed him that Lo- 
ther of France was dead, and if he would giv«^his daughter 
Zormerin to him in marriage, riieij lie, Otio, would become 
liis ally, and help him with all his forces against the pagans, 
and if Zormerin gave him ti son he should inherit the entire 
kingdom of Lombardy. 

King Or.schier was well conter.t with this proposal,’received 
the ambassadors graciously, and invited Otto immediately 
to his court. 'J he latter came without loss of time with a 
splendid suite, and with such wealth that every one' won¬ 
dered at it. 

Zormerin was puitc in despair when she was informed of 
what had happened; she tore her hair and struck with her 
hands her beautiful face and wliite bosom. “Ah me! un- 
hapj>y woman,” cried she, “ AVill Ood never help me out of 
this need? Oh IVlary, mother of God, thou pure virgin, save 
me, that I may not lie compelled to give myself to that false 
traitor, and my soTil to damnation.” Thus she prayed, weeping 
very bitterly. Synoglar, who had remained along with l>er 
women, loved her very dearly, and tried to console her with 
afiectionate, and gentle words, but she could not. Zonberin 
remained inconsolable, and when King Orsehier sent for her, 
and s!iid to her, tliat slus must appear before King Otto, she 
sent back word to him that she was v,ery ill, and could not ap¬ 
pear; and betook herself to her bed because she felt so miser¬ 
able ; with the determination, however, in her heart, that if she 
should be compelled to the marriage with Otto that she would 
kill him, even should her own life be the forfeit. Thereupon 
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she called to her Synoglarj and said, Sytioglar, I would fain 
confide to vou an idea which I have, and in the execution of 
which you must help me, if you will promise to be true and 
silent.” 

‘‘ Speak, dear maiden,” answered Synoglar; so help me 
God and his mother, as I will truly help you ! would to God 
you had found some means whereby we might set free your 
husband out of prison, for never will I believe the knave 
Otto that Lother is dead.” “ That is the very point,” con¬ 
tinued Zormerin, ** in which you must help me. Go and 
call Otto to me here; tell himthat I am indeed ill, but not 
so much that I will not willingly speak with him, because 1 
love him secretly, and my passion for him entirely consumes 
me. Strive to convince him so of my love, that he may 
firmly believe it and come to me with perfect confidence; I 
will then by stratagem endeavour to take off his signet-ring, 
with which to seal a letter that I will write in his name to 
his castellain in Pavia; therein will I say he must immedi¬ 
ately set Lother and the other prisoners free. You, .Syno¬ 
glar, must be the messenger, and carry to Pavia tlie letter to 
the castellain; get Lother first out into the open field, tlien 
tell him the truth of all, and discover yourself to him.” 
“ Oh, dear lady,” cried Synoglar, “ what an excellent plan 
you have devised! I will immediately dej)art and put it in 
operation.” She hastened to Otto and delivered her message 
in the most skilful way possible. “ Your unhappy flight and 
imprisonment,” said slie flatteringly to him, “ and Jjotber’s 
victory, was the cause that Zormerin obeyed her father, and 
was obliged to marry Lother; but she loved him not, and 
never loved any but you. Sir Otto.” Otto allowed himself 
to be cajoled by these words^ and believed them, because he 
imagined himself to he a man very pleasing to the women ; 
he therefore followed the cunning Synoglar into Zormerin’s 
chamber. Here happened to him this evil omen, he stumbled 
on the threshold, and fell at full length,into the room, so 
hard upon his stomach that the ground shook thereat. Ho 
got up again full of shame; Synoglar could hardly restrain 
her loud laughter, but Zormerin wished in secret that he 
had broken his neck. 

However, she did violence to herself, and called him to 
her with a friendly voice, and begged him caressingly to sit 
down near her on her bed. He was quite blinded by his 
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lovinpr ardour, and seated himself neat* her; and while she 
talked to him of her love for him, and very kindly and lov¬ 
ingly caressed him, he wot not for great joyfulness what 
had come to him; then she took hold of a silken purse which 
hung at his girdle. “ Sir,” began she, “ what have you in 
this purse? If they are beautiful little rings, I should like 
very much to have one of them, and T would wear it on my 
hand for love of you.” “Takeout, lovely 2iOrmerin, what 
you please,” said the fascinated Otto. Then searched she a 
long time in the purse, and pulled mft a little ring, which 
she put on her finger; but at tlie same time she stole from 
him the signet-ring witliout his remarking it, because his 
loving glances were unceasingly fixed upon her, and he took 
no lieed of what she did. 

Zormerin was so joyous when she had the signet-ring 
that she good-humouredly and gaily jested with him, which 
completely drove him out of his senses. Then he begged 
her very much that she would take him for her hu.sband, at 
ivhich she complained to him that she felt herself too ill, hut 
as soon as she recovered she would Viecnme his wife. Then 
went Otto from Zormerin to King Oiwchicr, who had com¬ 
manded him to be summoned to table. 

Zormerin remained alone with Synoglar, and now thev 
ijnnicdiately ywepared tlH5 letter. »Slie wrote just as would 
the kin" in cjiviii" a command to liis castellain, suhscrihod 
Otto’s sifrnjitiirc, and impressed Ins seal below. Then she 
confided the letter to Syno"lar, who, durin" the writing, had 
dressed herself like a mepsen<r('r. and jrot ready her horse, so 
that without delay she set out with it on her way to Pavia. 

Zormerin threw tlic si"net-rin." on the "round before the 
door of the chamlxT. After ^le repast Otto again went to 
licr, and there found it lying before the door; he picked it 
up, and lliinking he must have let it fall, and that Zormerin, 
after lo(»kin" through his purse, had not fastened it again 
properly, troubled himself no further about it, but entering in 
to the lair Zormerin, talked with her of his love. She spoke 
with him kindly, but her heart was with Lothor. 

Synoglar came witlmut mishap to I^wia, and presented 
herself immediately to tlie castellain, kneeled before him, 
greeted him in tlie name of his master Otto, and gave him tlu‘ 
letter. When the castellain had read it through, anJ rceo"- 
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nised hU master’s signet impression, he was very glad at the 
message, because he loved Luther well, and he knew also 
that ho lay unjustly in captivity. He went then with glad¬ 
some gestures to Lother in the dungeon. Sir, give me a 
rich recompense,” said he; “I bring you good tidings — 
you arc free! King Otto has written to me that I shall set 
you and the other prisoners at liberty, and lead you to Con¬ 
stantinople, where he will be reconciled Avith you. Huav 
glad I am that my lord, Kihg Otto, sees his injustice. I was 
always sorry for you, Sir Lother, and I thank God that he 
has now gone thus far with you.” Lother could not at first 
believe liis words, and tliought, consequently, that tlie eas- 
tellain was joking with him ; yet when he heard that he spoke 
so seriously, and conversed so kindly Avith him, he thanked 
])im cordially for his good friendship, aiulAvent Avith him out 
of the dungeon, in Avlu’ch he liad s[)ent so many luelaiicholy 
years. As the peojde of PaA'ia wondered to see Lolher going 
free, the castellain caused the lett(;r he had received from 
Otto to be read about, and he showed it to every one Avho 
liked to read it; and they all rejoiced, and Avent to Lother 
Aind Avished him happiness. ISynogUir had access to the 
palace Avhex'e Lother avus, and went in and out r<?pcatedly, 
and spoke Avith him, but he could not recognise hci-, slie avus 
in sucli strange apparel, and had so stained her face and 
liands Avith herbs. 

The castellain sent hoav also for S(djeidechin and tlie 
other captive Avomen, avIio Avere in another toAvn, and had 
them brought to Pavia. !Schei<leehin had been formerly ac¬ 
counted one of the loveliest maidens on earth, but hoav 
her beauty was gone and quite faded, for in her captivity 
she had suffered cold and hunger, and felt a hick of all 
things that preserve the beauty of Avomen. Lother em¬ 
braced her and kissed lier, Avith many leans because he saAV 
her so much fiided. Ah, sir,” said she, 1 have lost iny 
liusband, your true comrade; I suav him fall as I still 
sat in the carriage, — God and his dear mother know it; 
never can I again be glad, fur he was the truest man that 
one could well find.” “ Be of good cheer, young woman! 
Your husband lives still; inycouiradpMailer, and my wifeZor- 
mc'rin, were Avith nu*, not long ago, disguised as musicians!” 
Koav Scheidechin, for the first time, Avas glad of her liberty. 
The castellain ordered water to be brought, —they Avashed 
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themselves and sat down together to table. That d;iy, they 
remained at Pavia, but the next morning, very early, they 
all went out on the road to Constantinople. The women 
were seated in a coach, the castellain and Lother rode, at¬ 
tended by twenty armed Lombards, and Synoglar, mounted 
on a good horse, led the expedition. 

Four days hud they already jburncyed, and she had not 
found an opportunity of making^ Jierself known to Lotlier, or 
saying a word to liitn. Now, however, it happened one day, 
when they had arrived at a beautiful cool spring, that 
Lother dismounted and Avent to the fountain to drink. The 
Lombards had all j)assi d on without sto[>}>ing; this Synoglar 
perceived. “ Sir Lother, I too will drink!” cried she, and 
she turned her horse and rode to the spring, where Lother 
had alighted. She likewise dismounted iVom her horse, but 
instead of drinking, approached him, and said hurriedly : — 
‘‘ Look at rue, Sir Lother,—I am Synoglar. The Lady Zor- 
xneriii obtained by stratagem from the traitor Otto his signet- 
ring, wrote tl»e letter to the eastelluin, and I, dressed as u 
messenger, l)ri>ught it, and thus were you released from the 
dungeon. King Orseliior wishes to ^ive his daughter to the 
traitor f>tto, l^eeuuse he tliiiiks vou arc dead. But now be- 
think you Iioav yon may set yourself and the rest of your 
company tree ; 1 must steal away, and, by another route, 
ride to Constantino[>le, to niy graeious Lady Zormerin.” 
Lother had recognised her Avliilst she was speaking, and said, 
** Greet iny wihi kindly fur me,—I will sec Iut ere long, cost 
what it will.” Then Synoglar mounted her horse again, turned 
about, and ro<lc away by aimthcr route. Tlieroat tlio castel¬ 
lain gave no hevd, and tlu>uglit she Avas in tlic rear of the 
company, or had tarried soint;\vliere. 

Lother rode u[> to the carriage to Scheidechin, and related 
to her jirivily tlie Avholc matter. Then, added he, Dear 
Scheidetdnn, you must noAA’' see hoAV you can free yourself, 
for I can no fuiaher aid you.” 

That night tlicy halted in a Aullago to rest. As they 
found nothing there to eat or drink, they were obliged very 
soon to go to bed. Scheidechin, Avlten sIhj saw the Lom¬ 
bards were hist asleep, got up, waked the other women, re¬ 
lated to all briefly what had happened, and how they must 
Irom tliat time shift for themselves; Avherefore tlicy all cut 
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their clothes short, like boys, that they might the more 
easily run; crept softly out of the house, and fled with the 
utmost speed into the neighbouring forest. Lother, on his 
part, cut his sheet into sti'ips, tied it to the window and let 
himself down by it. He ran to the next village, there put 
himself in bed, as if he were very ill, aud sent lor the priest. 
In the meantime the castcllaih awoke, and as he saw that it 
was day, he rose and went to rouse Lother aud the rest. 
When he found that Lother Vas nowhere to be seen he be¬ 
came frightened; at lost he caught sight of the shreds of the 
slieet at the window, and now perceived that Lother had 
escaped ; he knew not what to think of this, and ran about 
quite like a man distraught. But when it came to light that 
Ahe women also had fled, he knew that some treachery must 
Lave been in play, and foresaw, to his terror, that he would 
Jiave to expiate it with his life. He mode his party take 
ten ditFerent routes, and seek everywhere whether they could 
not lind some of the prisoners again, aud fixed with them upon 
a town where they sliould all re-assemble. This search was 
entirely fruitless. Lother kept himself like a sick man in 
•bed, and let no one come near him but the priest, until such 
Aime as he might safely think the Lombards had lei't the place, 
Tlie castellain, sore troubled, at length arrived with his 
•company at Constantinople, and knelt before Otto, who 
•was sitting by Zormerin. ‘‘ Castellain, God greet you,"’ said 
•Otto, “ what business brings you to me here in this strange 
land?” “Sire, 1 bear you evil tidings; I would have 
brought Lother here to you, as you commanded in your 
letter, but he is lied.” At this account Otto wiis stupified 
with amazement. “What!” cried he, “what sayest thou, 
castellain ? I have never had an idea of writing to you to 
set Lother at liberty. Tiiou false villain, if thou hast let 
him escape, thou shalt die wit)iout mercy.” He called his 
council together, and disclosed to them this act of treach¬ 
ery. “ What shall I do, then," cried he, “ in order to find 
out who has played me this trick ? ” Then said one of the 
council, “ Sir, it cannot fail certainly to have happened 
through women, —the wisest and strongest men have been 
betrayed by them; when women have set their minds on 
doing anything, it boots not how men may contrive and 
provide.*** “ Yes, yes,” said the castellain, in his extremity, 
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“sir, your councillor speaks the truth!” But these words 
helped not the poor castelloin; Otto, in his rage, bad both 
him and his men hanged on the gallows* 


THE TWENTIETH CHAPTEU. 

Then went Otto to King O^schier, and made complaint 
against Zormerin that she had stolen his signet, and written 
a false letter to his castellain fn Pavia, t^t he should set 
Lother free. “ Sir king,” said he, ‘i on account of this 
treachery I demand judgment and justice upon your daugh^ 
ter.” “If she has done thee evil,” said King Orschier, **I 
will have her burnt.” Therewith he sent a knight to her to 
bid her to his presence; she was sitting and listening to 
Synoglar’s relation of every thing which had happened to 
Lother, and how things had gone with her, when she re¬ 
ceived the message from her father. She went to him imme« 
diately; and when King Orschier saw her he cried with an 
angry voice, “ Daughter, King Otto complains to me that you 
have stolen his signet-ring, and that you have by means of 
it made a false letter, and sent it to his castellain at Pavia, 
that he should let Lother out of prison.” “ Father, were I a 
man I would answer, life against life to any one who accused 
me of it; but I am a woman, and cannot now defend myself.” 
“ You cannot deny,” said Otto, “ that I found my signet-ring 
lying before your door; the blood in ray veins ran cold when 
I saw it there, but your fine speeches and friendly behaviour 
causedjme to forget it again immediately.” “ Sir,” exclaimed 
Zormerin, “ if I was friendly to you in words and actions, it 
arose from love,^ as you well know; for I then believed my 
husband. Sir Lother, was dead, as you declared him to be. 
But now that he still liveS, everything between us is 
changed, and God preserve me from ever taking any other 
man! I am also guiltless of that of which you accuse me.” 
Then advanced (jne of Otto’s followers, called Ilerna; he was 
the same who had carried the robe to Lother in the dungeon 
and had pained him by his thoughtless discourse. “ Noble 
lady,” said Herna, “you have betrayed my lord ; seek your¬ 
self now a knight to combat for you ; for 1 will maintain the 
cause of my master King Otto; so may your father then 
judge you according to your deserts.” “So be it! This 
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jDOaibfttinast be fought,” said Orschier; “ therefore, daughter^ 

. ^ aiKTseek for yourself one who will do battle for you.” 

Zormerin went out and sent for thirty of her retainers in 
each of whom sho^had confidence that he would go to the 
death for her service; but she found not one who would 
^ght for her in this combat, for Herita was known in all 
the countiy for a great champion. 

Then Zormerin fell on her knees- and prayed to God that 
he would not forsake her, ab all that she had done was only 
that she might remain true to her wedded lord and help him. 
God heard Zormerin’s prayer, and Lother was already very 
near to Constantinople. In the last inn, where he passed the 
night before entering the city, he bought a false beard of a 
beggar who used to wear it, and tell people he was come 
from the Holy Sepulchre, and who thereupon gave him alms. 
This beard Lother bought, as well as a perfect pilgrim’a 
dress, and went thus clad to Constantinople. Here he went 
to his ancient host, Salomon, but did not make himself known 
to him; he wished not to be recognised by any man, for he 
trusted in none. Salomon and his wife received him as a 
common pilgrim, and entertained him very hospitably. 

Let us leave Ijother here in the inn, and return to Zor¬ 
merin, who had as yet found no champion. In the mean 
while Herna said one day to Otto, “ Sir, it will be a long time 
before Zormerin can find herself a champion; you will never 
revenge 3 sourself on her; for, while her father King Orschier 
lives, he will be readily mollified by her prayers. But if 
you will let me have my will, 1 wdll soon free yon from King 
Orschier, and then shall you he lord of Clonstantinople and 
of Zormerin.” “ If you can do this," said Otto, “ you shall 
be well rewarded.” Then Herna prepared a poison so subtle 
that it would kill a man as ^oon as he had swallowed it. 
King Orschier, however, wore a golden ring in which was set a 
costly gem; this gem had lain under the Holy Cross when our 
blessed Saviour sutt'ered death thereon, and, when Longinus 
pierced his side with the spear, there flowed over the stone 
some of the divine blood; thence it derived the property of 
marking the presence of any deadly poison, when brought 
within thirty steps of it, by springing immediately out of the 
ring. No one knew this property of the stone, excepting 
King Orschier. 
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As he notv sat at table and 'called for his greaj goMeii 
goblet, Herna threw the poison into it so adroitly, that no Ohe" 
remarked it. But the instant the goblet was set down before 
the king, the gem sprang out of the ring* at least thirty paces 
distant into the hall. King Orschier immediately started 
up from table full of horror. ‘‘ How have I deserved,” cried 
he,* “ that people shpuld poison me ? I know no one whom 
I have injured.” “ Sir,” said Otto, “ the poison was evi¬ 
dently not placed here solely on* your account. I shall there¬ 
fore return home to my own country, ‘before I too am poi¬ 
soned." Then the wine was given to a dog, which, after lap¬ 
ping it. died immediately, so that all were convinced that it 
was poison. “Alas, alas! woe is me! ” cried Orschier, lamettt- 
ing, “who can it be, that thus seeks my death?” “Sir,” 
said'llerna, “it can be no one but your daughter ; shO can 
find no champion ; she thinks, therefore, to put you out of 
the way, in order to reign alone in the kingdom, and thus to 
be absolved from the combat. Your daughter Zormerin I 
therefore accuse of this, and whoever gainsays me must fight 
with me!” “It may be so,” said King Orschier; “bring 
my daughter liither.” Then went full ten knights and 
rudely seized Zormerin, “ Dear gentlemen,” said she, “ what 
would you with me?” One of them said : “Lady, you are 
to be burnt, on account of the poison you prepared for your 
father. Denial is of no avail, as it was discovered by the 
ring.” “Jesus forbid!” said Zormerin, “what language do 
you hold ? Eternal God! I commit myself to thy care, foP 
there are those who act treacherously towards me.” 

She was led away like a ciurainal. When she appeared 
before her fatl\fir she fell low on her knees before him, 
“Father,” said she, “permit me to defend myself, for never 
came such wickedness into any mind." “Base criminal,”' 
cried Orschier, “thou canst not deny the fixet, — thou hast 
sought to poison me!” “No! never! by the death that I 
must and shall syfier.” “ Woman,” cried Otto, “ you shall be 
burnt: you have well deserved it from us, for you prepared 
your poison for me, and yon also set free my mortal enemy j 
whoever denies this lot him advance and try your cause 
against my champion.” Herna at these words threw down 
his gauntlet, but no one was found to accept the challenge. 
Then King Orschier called his marshal, and said, “^Marshal, 
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1 command thee do execution upon her, and spare her not, 
hram this moment she shall no longer be my daughter; 1 rC” 
noupce her, and will neither eat nor drink until she has 
received her just punishment." Zormerin wept bitterly, and 
was led away, and before the palace a stake was erected on 
pile of wo<^, on which she was to be burnt. 

When the burghers in the* town heard this, pity for 3or- 
merin was universal. Men, women, and children, and all 
who were in the city, mourned and wept for her. Salomon, 
the host, and his wife, bewailed lier very sorrowfully. Then 
Lother inquired the reason of the great lamentation. “Alas 
for us! ’’ said the hostess, “ shall we not weep indeed ? The 
king’s only child, the lovely Zormerin, is to-day to be burnt." 
Lother was so horrifled that the blood ran cold to his heart. 
Without taking leave of the host, and without thinking of 
himself, he ran from the inn to the palace. Before the palace 
was so great a throng of people tliat Lother could scarce push 
through; they were just leading Zormerin past; she had no 
other apparel but a coarse under-garment, as the marshal 
had commanded. He stood high upon a platform that every 
one might see him, and after he had begged the people to be 
silent, he began: “ Ye people, we must condemn our lady to 
suffer death, when I have first asked three times whether any 
one will fight for Jicr against Herna. If one is found who will 
stand fortli as her champion and be victorious in the combat, 
then she is fi*ee, and he who loses the fight must be hanged; 
but if there is no one to be found who will do battle for her 
against Herna, or if he who tights for her is vanquished, then 
must she, in judgment and justice, be burnt.” Then the 
marshal demanded the first time if there was any one who 
would answer for her. Zormerin fell on her knees and wept 
burning tears; she looked round at her knights: “ You, dear 
gentlemen, save me from this undeserved punishment of 
death; 1 am falsely accused; 1 am unjustly condemned!” 
Thus cried she constantly; but the knights were all silent. 
Then demanded the marshal the second time, and now Lother 
had only just succeeded in pressing through the crowd; he 
came forth with his long beard and pilgrim’s stafiT. “ Hear 
me, all men,” cried he aloud: “ permit me to fight for the 
lady, for I believe her to be traitorously treated. I come 
from theJQoly Sepulchre, and have nothing but what 1 bear 



LOTHER AND MAILER. 


cn. XX.] 


379 


on ray -body; but if you will arm me, I will do battle agfunst 
that knave who stands there; if he conquers me you shall hang 
me up on the gallows; but I trust in God, who defends the 
innocent, because I know the lady is guiltless of the crime of 
which she is accused.” While he thus spake there arose a 
murmur among the people: onq said to another, ** I hope the 
pilgrim is sent from God to save our young lady.” Zormerin 
said to herself, “ Alas! alas 1 shdl this pilgrim fight for me, 
and he is much less than Herna r Oh God, take me under thy 
protection! ” She called to her the pilgrfm. “ Dear brother, 
fight bravely for me; I swear to thee they do me injustice; 
I am guiltless of the treachery laid to my charge.” “ Lady, 
I fight for you with a willing heart, only take care that I 
have arms and a good horse.” “ That you shall not want,” 
said Zormerin, “but first let me kiss the staff which has 
touched the Holy Sepulchre.” 

Lother gave her the staff, but in such a manner that she 
could not fail to see the ring on his hand, which she well 
knew, because she herself had formerly placed it on his finger. 
When she perceived the ring her inmost heart revived; she 
looked then at the pilgrim, but could, not recognise him on 
account of the long beard; then she glanced at his hands, 
which were white and soft; by those hands, and by his 
brown eyes, she at last satisfied her mind that it was Lother. 
Then said she to the marshal, “I am content with this 
champion, and I hope God the Lord has sent him to me. If 
he is conquered and hanged you shall instantly bum me, for 
I will not even ask to live.” Then Herna was obliged again 
to throw down his gauntlet, which the pilgrim took up. “Art 
thou noble?” asked Herna. “ No one boasts of himself,” 
answered the pilgrim; “ my syord shall give an answer.” 

When the king was informed of what had passed with the 
pilgrim, he only treated it with derision. Herna went away 
to arm himself, as the pilgrim insisted that the combat should 
begin forthwith. .The marshal took Lother to his own house, 
where he gave him good armour; this the pilgrim knew so 
well how to put on, and understood every thing so thoroughly, 
that the marshal wondered greatly. Then Lother mounted a 
horse, slung his shield over his shoulder, and seized the lance; 
then fixing himself firmly in the saddle, he rode hither and 
thither, looked closely to all tlie trappings of the horse, and 
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proved liim in evcrj^ way. “ My God,” thought the marshal, 
“ who ever saw a pilgrim like this! ” “ Dear sir marshal,” said 
Lother, as he took leave of him, “ now pray to God for me-” 
With this he rode into the square, where he found Hcrna al¬ 
ready waiting for him, and that-ifras no more than proper, for 
as Henia had thrown the glove so ought he also to'be the first 
in the lists. Lother rode up to Zormerin, and held out to 
her his hand,* which she pressed to her lips with ardent 
afifection. “ God will protect thee,” thought she in her heart: 
“ in respect of the pbison inj ustice was done me, and there¬ 
fore I have faith that thou wilt gain the victory; but the 
letter I did indeed write, only I liope that was no such heavy 
sin.” King Orschier from his window saw that the pilgrim 
sat well on his horse, which caused him great gladness, “ If 
injustice is done to my daughter, God will help her,” thought 
he in his silent heart. The holy relics were brought, on 
which Lother and Herna took the oath; then they mounted 
once more, and withdrew to a distance from each other; anon 
they rode together again, and charged both furiously, so that 
their two horses fell dead under tliem. Quickly tliey sprang 
upon their feet, drew their swords, and struck! so mightily 
at each other that the people thouglit the pilgrim must have 
fallen at the first blow, fur Herna was a much larger and 
stronger man. 

Lother bore himself right valiantly, and gave Ilerha 
such a blow that tlie blood llowed down through his armour. 
“ Knave,” cried he, “ take care of yourself; such blows I 
learned to deal at the Holy Scpulehre.” Ilerna was furious 
at these words, and pressed hard upon Lother. “ Holy God,” 
prayed Zormerin fervently, “ jirotect the man I love; if he 
is conquered and must die, I wish n('l to live a day longer!” 
Herna dealt such a blow at Lother that it shattered a fourth 
part of his shield. If the blow had not thus fallen on the 
shield it must have cut Lother in two. Lother on his side 
was not wanting, he struck so heavily on Ilerna’s head, 
that his blade shivered against the helmet; then did he curse 
him who had made the sword. 

The people made a loud outcry; “ Alas,” said they, “ our 
lady must be burnt! ” King Orschier was grievously trou¬ 
bled. “Ah, daughter,” sighed he, “must I then curse the hour 
in which you were born ? ” Zormerin fell on her knees and 
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began'to prSy roost piously and fervently, and wlicn sl»c had 
finished her prayer in great anguish and in deep sorrow of 
heart, her senses left her, and she fell on the ground in a 
swoon. • 

Both still fought bravely./Herna struck at Lother, and 
the latter either warded off-the blows or covered biinself 
with his shield. At last Ilerfla gave such a powerful blow 
that his sword stock in Lother’s shield, so that he could not 
draw it out again ; when LotheF saw this he seized the sword 
by the point with both hands, IIerna,pulling on his side by 
the handle, and Lother on his by the point. At last, when 
Herna was pulling with all his might, Lother let go so sud¬ 
denly, that Ilerna fell backwards on the ground. Now Lotlier 
sprang upon him, and stuck a knife in his body, which came 
through to bis back, but bis heart was not pierced, so that 
he did not die immediately; but he let his sword fall, and 
tliis Lother seized and threw, over the barrier. He then ran 
again to Ilerna and pulled off his helmet; from this Hema 
revived again, and sprang upon his feet; and now they 
wrestled with each other, but neither could throw down the 
other; at last Lother gave Ilerna a blow as the latter was 
looking round for bis sword, and recovered again his knife, 
with wdiicb be cut off Herna’s eai* and a portion of bis cheek. 
“ Thou canst not now escape the gallows,” cried he, “ for 
whosoever sees thee with one ear ■will soon know thee to be 
a thief.’' “ Pilgrim, thou hast li-eated me very ill,” said 
Ilerna; “ if thou wilt now freely let thyself be conquered 
by me I will give you gold and silver in plenty, and besides 
that many costly gifts.” ‘’False villain!” cried Lother, 
“ -what a shameful deed dost thou propose to me! but know, 
thou knave, thal thou hast no pilgrim before thee, but Lother 
of France, to whom thou •broughtest a garment in the 
dungeon.” This teri’ified Ilerna so that his heart sunk 
within him. “ Noble sir,” began he, “ I yield to you; but 
before yon slay me let me go to King Orschier, that I may 
confess my treachery, for it was I who prepared the poison 
for him.” Lothqr sat himself down, .for he w'as weary, and 
wished to listen to llema’s discourse; then Herna sat him¬ 
self opposite, as^if he wished to talk more conveniently 
with him ; hut ho seized liis knife before Lother was aware, 
and threw it at him; the knife, however, piereq^ only the 
breast-plate, and happily did not wound Lother, for had it 
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g<me deeper the wound must have been m^kaU Then 
Lother sprang up furious and indignant, grasped his knife, 
and struck so fiercely at Herna with it that it clove his 
head from the crown to the teeth; then Hema fell dead, to 
the great joy of the beautiful Zormerin and her father. All 
the people, full of joy, shouted, “ God the merciful sent us 
the pilgrim! Bless^ be the hour when he first came hither! ” 
Lother went stiraightway to Zormerin, took off his helmet, 
and kissed her on the lips with his long beard, at which all 
the people laughed heartily. 

Then Zormerin led him by the hand to her father, and 
said, — “ You see now, my lord and father, how, by the 
Lombard, violence and injustice have been done me; I have 
neither thought to do evil against my father, nor will I ever 
think it.” King Orschier replied, — “I see it now very 
plainly, dear daughter; go, take with you the pilgrim, en¬ 
tertain him well, give him also rich gifts, and when he goes 
away I will allow him an honourable attendance as far as he 
pleases. Lother thanked the king courteously; then Zor¬ 
merin and Synoglar led him into a private chamber; here 
he washed himself, so that his natural colour again appeared, 
and made himself as neat as he could, then went he to Zor¬ 
merin in her chamber; she joyfully embraced him, and 
pressed upon his mouth a hundred thousand kisses. Of their 
great joy at being together I will forbear to speak, as every 
one can well imagine it. Zormerin bound up his wounds, of 
which he had many, and took good care of him. “ Dear 
wife,” said Lother, “ can you not inform me at all where my 
trusty comrade Mailer is sojourning?” “No, I have no 
tidings of him,” answered Zormerin ; “ nothing have 1 heard 
since he, here in the hall, declared war against the king 
my father; at that time this faithful man had in mind 
to go to his father, and there to pray for help for yon ; and 
f\irther, neither to take rest nor repose until he had set you 
free from your captivity.” “ Ah! ” cried Lother, “ how can 
1 ever recompense him for his fidelity?” 

Fourteen days had they already been together, when there 
arrived at last at Constantinople Scheidechin, Mailer’s wife, 
and straightway she came to Zoimerin, who was heartily re¬ 
joiced to see her again ; Zormerin forthwith sent to fetch hei* 
other wopien, who were tarrying at an inn in the town, and 
gave permission that they might all come to her. Now that 
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Schei dechin Inew that Mailer, her haabancl, was still living, 
and she herself was well tended and nonrished Zormerin, 
08 well with food and drink as with haths and magnificent 
clothes, she bloomed out again and behame as beautiful as 
before. 

Here we will leave Zormerin and Lother for a little space, 
and once more take a view of Midler, his faithful comrade. 


THE OXE-AND-TWENTIETH CHAFTEB. 

Maller and his friends had assembled a mightj* armji and 
therewith had invaded Lombardy and ravaged tbe whole 
land ; neither churches nor cloisters were spared. When th^ 
came to Pavia, a herald was despatched into the town io 
the burghers, with a command that they should bring out 
Lother, and also that Otto, their king, should be bound on a 
horse, hand and foot, and delivered into 4;heir hands. For 
Maller insisted so strongly that he must hang Otto, that none 
of his friends could reason him out of it. Tlie citizens an¬ 
swered the herald: — “ Lother of France has been carried 
hence to Constantinople, and there he has been reconciled with 
our King Otto.” No sooner had Mailer received this answer 
from the herald than he became frantic with impatience. He 
swore to God, King Orschier and Otto should die the bitterest 
of deaths, if they set not his lord free, for he could not be¬ 
lieve in the reconciliation. Therefore permitted he the 
city to be taken by storm; and, as history tells us, he left 
no living soul in *Pavia. Men and women, greybeards and 
children, all were put to the sword, because he bated all 
Lombards as f|ilse traitorous people. After he had gar¬ 
risoned the city with twenty^thousand of his armed men, he 
departed with the remainder of the army to Constantinople. 
So soon as he entered the country of King Orschier, he rav¬ 
aged and burnt every part and slew all who opposed him. 

Then ran certain inhabitants to Constantinople, and fell 
at the king’s feet, saying, ‘‘ Sire, guard your city, for Mailer 
is approaching with one hundred thousand men, and will 
besiege you; he is not more than two miles distant, and 
wherever he has passed he has burnt and ravaged every¬ 
thing, and slain every body.” King Orschier was greatly 
frightened, and said to Otto, “ I beg of you, be reconciled 
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wi,^ vxy daughter, and assist me against Jdialler. You may 
M certala Lother is with him, and will^ bot fail to creep into 
the‘^|ihlace to Zormerin; then we will Imprison him, and you 
do with him what you please and afterwards marry my 
daughter.” “ Give me your worlv" said Otto,j“ that you will 
<^this, and I will Remain hehe and light against Mailer.” 
, Orschier had Zormerin summoned to him, and he told 
>> her she shtttdd he reconciled with Otto and bo his wife, be¬ 
cause he was ^oing with liini to assist him against Mailer. 

Zormerin said, “ G^racious lord and father, since it pleases 
yod I will be reconciled with him, although he has ac|ed 
very ill towards me, and I have been forced to suffer much 
shame on his account; but lus wife will I never be. You 
also will not desire, it, now you have heard that my lord 
Xiother is living.” Then she recoucilcd herself amittably 
with Otto, and immediately thereafter hastened away and 
went again into her own chamber to Lother ; she told him 
how th.at Jilaller, with a mighty army, was not far from the 
city, and that he was going to besiege it. Then up sprang 
Lothei', and cried, “ 1 will ride out to him, the true-hearted, 
who comes to aid me-” *’ Dear lord,” began she again, “ I 
entreat you not to destroy my father; he folloAvs evil coun¬ 
sel, but 1 know for certain he will regret it.” “ Dear wife, 
be calm ; no harm shall betide your father, but Otto, the 
traitor, I will kill, though he is luy cousin, for he has com¬ 
mitted a g^eat Wickedness towards me.” AVhen it was 
•night Lother ai’mcd himself and put on magnificent armour, 
nnd Zormerin gave him a good horse. Then went she forth 
with him and had the gates opened, for the warden dared 
not refuse the king-’s daughter. So Lother rode out, and 
thanked God with his whole heart wlien he found himself in 
the open plain. Zormerin retii<rned weeping to her chamber. 

As the day broke, Lother met many people who were huiTy- 
ing towards the city. “ From whom do you flee, dear people ? ” 
nsked Lother. “ We may well flee,” answered they, “ and you 
will find it necessary likewise; for there is a great army be¬ 
yond, which ravage the whole countr 3 % burns and destroys 
churches and monasteries; and all who ai'e met with are 
put to death.” Lother -was glad wlieu he heard that his 
comrade AlaHer was .so near him, and rode on. Then saw 
he a knight of goodly mien, who had dismounted from his 
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horse, and hy Hia w^^ d ^autifury'oubg ina^^n, yrho. 'com¬ 
plained and lameiite^Joudly and teiy grie'voa,sIy; ^ be 
'Struggled with her, sought to l^ud^^har Lis lyishes. 
“ Oh, kill rae,*^ crigd shel*,i)i^ping; “\ake th^ sword, strike 
off my head j for > would iligtber die than yidd myi^ to? 
thee.** " Dear idaiden,” quitth the knight, *<&«t . ydu8^U 
snbmii: yourself .1» my will^ and it will b^ime enoi^fa then ito 
strike off.your head.” Then* cried the maiden with a loudv 
voioe^ “ Gh, Mary, ilmther ol” G(J&, come to my tddfhelp me 
to preservi^ ihy hraour and my life !” Cother, who, behipd 
a bush, had heard all, now issued forth and cried, FaUe 
knight, mount thy horse; thpq, must ^ght with me, for I 
hereby proclaim nryself this maiden’s kn^ht.” , The knight 
no sooner heard these words than be sprang on ^if h(^e and 
couched his lance. It was Dietrich of Carthago, a bastard 
son of King Ansys ; he had carried off tiiis lady hy yiplence, 
on account of her beauty, and had killed her. fath(in^ ihe 
of Spain; through tl^ consequences of this outrage the 
kingdom of Spain iffas long time desolated. 

They now fought, and struck so furiously at each other, 
that both were wounded. This a iknight’st«erving*man, who 
had ridden thither, saw, and he turned his horse and rode off 
to Mailer, who was not far behind. “ Sir,” cried the rider, 
“ come and aid the bastard of Carthago, he is combating 
with a stranger knight, who is pressing ^diim very sore.” 
Then Mailer blew his horn ai^ spurred his'horse into a 
swift 'gallop; after him hastened near Hen thousand men. 
When Mailer came near the spot where the two knights were 
fighting, he hurried towards them, intending to help Diet 2 ;ich; 
but Lother, who I^new him by his blazonry, hastily pulled off 
his helmet, and Mailer recognised him also. Both leapt 
from their horses, embraced and kissed each other for veiy 
joy, and they even wept with gladness that they were again 
near each other. In the mean time the other leaders of the 
army were arrive4 also; King Galyen, Otger, Mailer’s bro¬ 
ther, and King Ansys; they all bade Lo^ber welcome, and 
were rejoiced to see him. Now came near to them also Die¬ 
trich of Carthago, who reconciled himself with Lother, and 
all were full of joy. Mailer related to his friend all that had 
happened to him since they saw each other last; so alsq 
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^ Ziiodier r Ebd.both detennified to bosk^ OonBt»nlinotde, 

id.rest till they had hinged Oit6 on the gallows. 

■ ^Idtf'tfiey neard^ on, and besieged the town of Constan- 
lino]de; Orseyer detenatoed at tiie same time to fall 
npmi them ^h a great utny before .they had reposed 
IjE^er ^dr inardi< v .CK this Ijh knights were very glad ; mid 
led neaidy sixteen thousand men against tlm enemy.* 
''MaBer also aerayed his army; and Lotber and King Ansys, 
King Cralyen, O^er, and 'Oietridi of €astfaago led eaeh a 
host. IQng Orsdiid* and his Greeks fonght bravdy against 
the enemy; but the latter also were not backwaM in the 
edinbat. Otger, Mailer’s brother, met in fight Solomoa the 
host, tpnUed off his helmet, and would hare killed him ; but 
Miller saw it and said, ** My brother, spare him; he is my 
good friend.” “ Yield ye to me,” cried he to him. Then 
Salomon the host gare up his swm^d, and he was led into 
Mailer’s tent. It was a great fight, in which every one staked 
his life. Mailer pibssed on until he perceived King Orschier. 
*‘Thou most foolish king,” cried he, “now thine hpur is 
home: thou hast already lived too long.” With these words 
he thrust at him with fai» spear, and threw him out of the 
saddle ; so that he fell underneath the horse. Mailer seized 
him and pulled off his helmet. Now Otto had sworn to the 
king by all the saints that he would not forsake him; but 
when he saw him lying there on the ground, he would not 
have taken all King Solomon’s treasures to oppose Mailer. 
The latter then drew his sword, and was going to strfite off 
Orschier’s head, when Lother hastened*^ thither and seized 
his arm. “ Dew Mailer, do not kill the king; give him up 
to me.” Mailer did it unwillingly, yet he respected Lother’s 
word, and let go the king, “^oble sire,” said Lother, “ you 
see now what Otto’s kingdom helps you; you have betrayM 
yourself.” Then he sent him into his tent, and commanded 
that he dhould be guarded. 

Otto looked this side and that side, and would willingly 
have been far away ; but he could not quit the field for the 
people. Mailer advanced still further in the fight, till atilast 
he caught si^ht of Otto, and was opening himself a way in 
order to rea<m him, 'This Otto became aware off, and begged 
a Liombard knight to change armours with him. “ I will well 
reward you for it, dear knight,” said he; “ for I would not 
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trait for MaUer fw all the wealth ia' ^ihe 

was Ike boldest and most vaKant of tho L^asbia^; be in« 
stantly changed armour witb Otto, ond'^ hitilw thM bw'riod 
out of' the fight into the city. MBJldr"iiad'Aadfir;9ea0hed tbb 
Lombard knight, and gave him>so fimoe »tdoWf lhat he fell dead 
from his horse. Now Mailer fai^eied It wasOMo^ imd dea^id 
him into his tent, in order to give him-over ho liothas^'' uhe 
people also fanned Otto was slain, and made fit nst»Ml» 
Mailer, when he was arrived in his tenV pttlled’ 0 #tite dbshd 
man’s helmet; but when he saw that it Vas not Of^ hd ama 
sore vexed. “ A more cowardly wretch,” said Lother, ** than 
that red>head lires not on eartk” ; . ; ” 

Now Lother summoned King Orschier aand said, Nobb 
king, I will do you no injury; 1 know well that my Ooaa^ 
Otto counselled you to act thus foolishly. You ime a man of 
sense; reflect that I, by the priest before the altar, waa 
given to your daughter as her wedded husband. You know 
that no marriage can be severed, unless death dissolve it, and 
I swore fidelity to her at the aStar by the God who sufEmred 
death for us. Whatever therefore may happen, and wbatevkt 
you may do to me, I will never act ill^toWll^s yon* w»d will 
always hold you in honour as my father-in-law.” King 
Orschier, when he heard Lother so spe^, fell down before 
him, embraced his knees, and wished to beg his foigiveness; 
but Lother would not suffer it; he was too generous and 
virtuous. “ If it please you,” said Orschier, “ I will now 
ride into Constantinople, and to-moirow 1 will have the gate 
opened' for you, and give up Otto into your hands.” “ Do so, 
in God's name, sir king,” said Lother. Ah 1 that shall he 
not,” interposed Mailer; I will not let him d^art tmtil he 
has sworn on my hand what promises to you; for one 
who has so often lied as he has may not lightly be trusted.” 

Then Orschier vowed with a loud voice, and befoireall pre¬ 
sent, by the honour of his knightly word, that he would opea 
the gates of Constantinople, and give Otto up to them. So 
Mailer suffered him to depart, and Lother'attended him; 
and while they both rode together, Lother related to him, how 
he was the pilgrim who had slain Herna and saYed his 
daughter. Then King Orschier wept when he heard that 
tale, and blessed Lother for his truth and his heroism. 

As soon as King Orschier was come to Constmttioqple 
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into his palace, he sent a troop of men>at*arm3 to seek 
Otto, and to take him prisoner. The^ found the red-haired 
hidden in a chav^ber, where he lay and slept. He was 
bound, and led before the king. What means this, then ? ” 
asked he. Yesterday, miserable knave, thou didst forsake 
me,” said the king, when (.thou sawest me in most dire 
necessity; and now by the God who made us, I will deliver 
thee tm to thy .cousin Lothpr, and to Mailer his] comrade.” 
Now Otto was horribly frightened, and shrieked and cried, 
but it availed him ndt; he was bound fast, hand and foot, to 
a pillar. 

Then the king had the gates opened wide and let Lother 
and his army enter. Zormerin ran to meet Lother, and 
Scheidechin her husband. Mailer: they embraced each other 
with love and great delight. “ Mailer,” began Scheidechin, “ I 
already began to believe you would marry another maiden.” 
“ Dear wife,” answered Mailer, “ and if I had married a hun¬ 
dred, thou wonld’st have been, as you still are, the lady and 
mistress. But rest tranquil, I have well taken care of myself, 
and always remained true to you." They now advanced 
with great joy, and with the sound of pipes and cymbals, 
and music of every kind towards the palace, so that it was a 
wonder to hear them. “ Dear husband,” said Zormerin, “ I 
wish now to be avenged on that wicked knave Otto : but I 
well know that you will never do that yourself, therefore 
I beg you summon your friend Mailer; for I swear to God I 
will neither eat nor drink till Otto is np longer among the 
living.” Lother called his comrade Mailer and said, “I 
pray thee, strike off Otto’s head, for I will at no price lay my 
hands on him.” “ Sir,” answered Mailer, ‘*.1 only want, first, 
permission from you; for thq rest, let me care.” Therewith 
Mailer unbound the prisoner from the pillar, and led him by 
one arm down the stairs. Otto looked as if he were already 
dead. He was taken out to the gallows and hanged. 

They lived now all in great joy together. Lother and 
Zomerin, Mailer aud Scheidechin, were the happiest mar¬ 
ried couples one could sed ; the maiden Synoglar also mar¬ 
ried Di^rich the Bastard of Carthago. Soon thereafter 
King Galyen and his son Otger, King Ansys and the rest 
of the nobles, toc^ leave of the court of Constantinople, and 
each returned to his own country. 
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THE TWO-JLND-TWENTIETH CHAPTEB. 

The citizens of Constantinople, and all Gr^ce* chose Lother of 
France for their king; for King Orschier was now an old man 
and might no longer reign. W^en that Lother was crowned 
king and emperor of Greece, and there was in consequence 
thereof great feasting and banoueting, there^eanie a xnes* 
senger, an ambassador, before mm, who kneeled down and 
said, ** God, to whom all things are known, may he take the 
emperor and all his host, to-day and all future days, und«r 
his protection!” “ God save you, worthy messenger,'^ said the 
emperor; “ say on: what bringest thou to us ?” ** Sire, lam 
sent to you by the pious Bonifacius, our spiritual father. He 
implores you, through me, that you will come to his assist¬ 
ance. Fourteen heathen kings have besieged Rome; among 
them are the soldan of Babylon and the king of Morocco, 
who with all his people are so black that they look like 
hellish devils. They liave thirty thousand arm^ men, and 
the black devils especially are so numerous that they possess 
the entire plain, and ravage the whole Roman land. Where¬ 
fore our spiritual father begs you not to forsake him in his 
extremity, as all Christendom is concerned in this matter.” 

“ Honoured ambassador, has not the holy father sent also 
to my brother Ludwig, king of France, and summoned him 
to his assistance ? ” “ Sire, I believe he has also sent to him, 
but I know not whether he will come; for people say, 
generally, that he lets himself be guided by evil counsellors, 
and does according to their advice.” Then Lother dismissed 
the ambassador with this answer, ‘‘ that he would in a short 
time with his whole force ht]^ten to the assistance of the 
lioly father.” Mailer entreated that he also might go with 
him, for he desired greatly to fight once more against the 
infidels. “1 quit yOu not again, sire, till death itself shall 
part us." “For,that may God be praised dnd thanked,” 
said Lother; blessed is the hour in which you became my 
comrade.” Lother then wrote letters to all his princes and 
counts, as far as his dominion extended, and summoned them 
and all their armed men; and in a short time they had all 
assembled at Constantinople. Then Lother took leave of 
his wife: she wept bitterly when he departed, and never' 
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more was sbe to bel\old liim. Mailer also bade farewell to ius 
faithful Schddeoliin: the parting was most bitter and very 
sorrowful to the two couples, for they loved each other to 
hearts* . 

Lother and bis army embaxbedt and , sailed with a favour* 
able wind to Itdy j thism they landed, and moved on towards 
Bmoe.' Pnevioas to thiis^ Xother had said to Mailer, wUl 
eomplain to lfm popo of my brother liodw^ that tesAtares 
tmt hts kingdom with me, jbad that he refused to help me 
out ef my eapt^^ at Pavia. If the popeassists me not to ob¬ 
tain my rights, I will do myself justice with an armed hand.” 

Wh^‘ tfac^ anrived before l^me, they found. the infidels 
just ti^ engaged in a severe contest with the Christians. 
“ If I hear aright,” said Lother, “ I recognise the cry of 
Mon^je, the French war-cry: quick, dear Mailer, let us 
thither, for 1 cannot permit the French to win the day 
alone.” They rushed onwards now, in dooise masses, and 
attacking the heathens in the rear, therein threw the wemy 
into very great confusion. History relates, that had it not 
been for L^her and MaHmr, the French would that day have 
been all put to the sword. Lother saw a troop of infidels who 
were fighting very obstinately, and heard also the French 
war-cry of Mon^oye. Then he hastened forwards to where 
tlte crowd was thickest, and there he saw his brother Ludwig 
sniTounded by infidels, fighting on foot; his horse had been 
kSled, and himself sore woun^d. Lother knew him Imme¬ 
diately by his urms. When he saw him in such distress, he 
forgot his dis^deasure against him, and strudt around him at 
the heathens with such strength and courage, that there was 
somi a clear space around Ludwig, forxhe infidels fled before 
Lother like devils from holy-|vater. And in truth he was as 
noble as he was a valiant knight ^ he struck him who carried 
the heathmi banner, and severed his arm from bis shoulder, 
so that the arm with the banner together fell to the ground; 
he then seised the horse of this same heathen, and led it to 
tite king. Ludwig mounted, and looked bard at Lother; he 
observ^ that, he had the Greek and French arms quartered 
on his ^i^d. The Greek arms were a griffin, half of gold 
and half of s3ver; and furthennore there was a stool,—-this 
Stool denoted justice. “ Dear friend,” began Ludwig, “ wtiat 
b your itame? I ought in justice to ask it, because you have 
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saved me from death ; besides which* 1 see the UJies^^ 
France upon your shieU, as well as the Gredh griffin* widdi 
much eiccites my wonder.” “ I will not ,iev.<Mdi to yon my 
name,” said Lother; “ a griffin I bear becwse I Am ehiperoc 
of ^ Greeks; and I have the lilies diso, because 1 am a 
son of King CWlea of France,” Then J^udwigv WM gneatfy 
amazed. “Obi dear brother,”,cried<he, “I iraploiasyc«r 
mercy, for I have a<ded adversely towards psu,'I^schnoww 
ledge; and 1 will make. atoneifieiU^ acoording to wifl 
and pleasure. Yon have shown me mtich love, for wjufib X 
thank you; but I have not deserved it at your hai^” 
this appeal, Lother’s' heart .was moved. “Broths,” smd Im, 
“ I forgive whatever you have dime ngshist me, • aBbo w gl l 
you have made a very unfair division of the paternal 
.heritanee; you have obtained not only Fraao4, hut besides 
that, the empire of Rome. Let us now agree to lay our eause 
before the pope at Rome, and he will impartially arbitrate 
between ua, and make a just partition.” “ It shali bo as you 
desire,” said King Ludwig. 

Now again they rode into the fight, and smote bravely aU 
the infidels who come near them. oMaller also, that sanm 
day, did many noble deeds, and slew many heathen men of 
might. The pope stood on the walls, and prayed incessantly 
to God to protect the Christians and, give them the victory. 
When night came on, the chiefs Jttnimbled and took coonai^ 
together, what they should do; tlien Mailer gave them this 
advice, that they |hould make a truce with heathens, in 
order that they might bury their dead, who were already 
become so putrid that a pestilence might perchance arise in 
the land. The .whole council approved, this advice; and 
sent forthwith, a herald to t^e pagan camp, to demand a 
trace of fourteen days, which the infidels agreed to. Then 
the Christian army returned to Rome, where they Were 
received by the pope with the greatest honours; he went 
himself to meet.them, and gave them his holy benedietion. 
Then said he to King Ludwig, “Welcome in' God’s'nam^ 
my ^ j in this strait I required you very much.” Then 
he advanced and spoke to liother. “Welcome in CK^d'e 
name, my dear son; I have already heard of tby gneat dee<^ 
You are the sword and buckler of all Cbristwidom wad of 
justice. You are very like your father; and ^dioi^h he 

c c 4 
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bimisked you for seven yeers long, that is no«r passed, and it 
abssld no longer,ihe to yonr injnrj; jou and your brother must 
your paternal inheritance.” Holy father,” said King 
X^dwig,we have both agreed to refer the case to your ari>i- 
: if I have been guilty towards my brother, I will make 
amehdB to him and pmy his fprgiveness for every injury.” 

**Well said, dear son,” answered the pope» Now they 
all went tt^tber i^to the papal palai^ sat down to 
table, where they were exceSlIently serveu. 

Wjhen the truce was ended, the Cliristians again marched 
out against the heathens. Of that day and the horrible 
slaughter, when many^housand Christians, and a far greater 
number of the pagans, lost their lives, it would be too much 
to speak. 

Before the Christians marched out of Rome to the battle¬ 
field, they heard mass with the greatest devotion; this the 
pope himself performed. The people had presented also rich 
offerings. The pope gave them his benediction, and excited 
their devotion with the sight of the holy relics. The vic¬ 
tory was theirs; and those infidels who saved not themselves 
by flight were ail slain. Now they all again entered Rome, 
where the pope received them with still increased honour 
and rejoicing. The Christian dead' were all buried in con¬ 
secrated ground; but the bodies of the infidels were exposed 
to the birds an^ beasts of prey. 

" God will comfort all Christian souls. 

But the devil will roust the heatlitm." 


THE THREE-AND-TWENTIETH CHAPTER. 

I * 

Foorteex days had Lother and the others been together 
at Rome, when a messenger arrived bringing a letter to the 
Rmperor. Lother gave the letter to his secretary, that he 
might read it; but as the latter, having qpened it, begat\ 
to read, he wept very bitterly. “ What is the matter se¬ 
cretary ? wherefore do you weep ? ” Sire,” said the secre¬ 
tary, “ King Orschier informs you that your wife, the Lady 
Zormerin, is dead; she died in giving birth to a child, 
which they also fear greatly will not live.” Then Lother, 
from hoaror, fell in a swoon on the ground, and remained 
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thus BO long that people thought he too was 4ead. When 
he at length came to hiihself, he tore his heir, and was over- 
Jghdmed with grief for the loss of his beautiful consult. 
^Twng Ludwig hurried thither, and sought to f^nsole him; 
but Lother heeded not the words that any one spoke to^him. 
“Alas! my beautiful, faithfijl Zormerinfofi^ he eonli- 
nually ; “ ah!, my beloved wife, never can I foi^t'tbee and 
the great love that thou didst bare to me I Ah,4Aeatb! wd^e- 
fore host thou separated us ? wlSerefore best thou tohen fratn 
the world the most beautiful and the most gracion^ the 
most pious and virtuous woman that ever eatar^ it ? Ah, 
death! me!! me should’st thou have taken-much lather 
than her!” “You should resign yourself to God, "Said 
King Ludwig; for, as God wills, so must it come to pass.” 
“ Ah,'brother !” continued Lother, “I was bom to misfor¬ 
tune ; now have I lost her whom alone I loved. Oh, earth! 
open and swallow me up in thine abyss!” And again he tore 
his hair and wrung bis hands. No man had ever so hard a 
heart, but had he seen that agony and heard Lother’s lament, 
he would have pitied him. Two days and two nights he la¬ 
mented, so that noT one dared to oifer consolation to him; 
but on the third day he became more calm. No grief is so 
great hut one must at last forget it; this we can show daily 
in the world, both in men and in tender-hearted women. 

The pope sent word to the two brotb^s, Lother and 
Ludwig, and the othei* princes, that they should all assemble 
together in his presence. “ Dear princes,” the pope began to 
say in the assembly, “you are both sons of the emperor 
Charles of France. The French have elected Ludwig as 
their lord and king; but Lother has not, of all his paternal 
inheritance, agspur’s worth; ^et is he the emperor Charles’s 
legitimate son, and no bastard, nor do we hold him sr> to be. 
Now, dear lords and friends, what think you of the following ? 
I beseech you give me your opinion. It seems to me a just 
apportionment that Ludwig should remain king in France, and 
Lother be emperor of Rome.” “ Holy father,” b^an King 
Ludwig, “ your counsel appears to me to be good, and I will 
follow it.” Thus the pope thought to unite the two brothera; 
but through this union in the sequel more than twice a hun¬ 
dred thousand men were slain. There were many wicked ami 
naliciouB men among the counsellors of King Ludwig, who 
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stiM Vemained of Lother’s old onemies; these were much 
alarmed that X/odwig should have {vroy^ so submissiye to 
tlia pope, and that ho had so freelj given tip the empire to 
iMher, and hence arose great mi^ortunes, and the most 
bloody war that ever was waged. 

XiO^er was elevated on the papal throne, and the imperial 
OTOwn plaeed on hia head, and in one hand the sword, aitd 
in the other fJfa imperial gl(^ Great honour had arrived 
to Lother, for thus he was crowned Rmaan emperor with 
mpch festivity and ^«at pomp; but he was not pleased 
therewith, and when every other man’s heart was gay his 
was not BO, on account of his wife, who was never absent 
from his mind night or day, and whom he deeply mourned 
in his heart. 

Shortly afterwards King Ludwig took leave of the pope 
on his return to France. He also went to Mailer to bid him 
farewell, for Mailer then lay ill in bed from his wounds. He 
had received in the last battle no less than thirty wounds, 
which were mortally dangerous. At last came King Ludwig 
to his brother the emperor, to take leave of him. He em¬ 
braced and kissed him very affectionately, and said, Dear 
brother, you have asked my advice, and I pray of you now 
earnestly to follow it; take no other wife.” “ My brother,” 
answered Lother, “ that wonld I not do for many a ton of 
gold — and had you asked my opinion before you married 
your wife, neither should 1 probably have advised you 
thereto.^ "IPo tills King Ludwig replied not, but he took 
leave and rode away back again to France. 

Now spoke those false traitors, Lotber’s enemies, to Lud* 
wig. “ Oh sire, how unwisely have you acted in thus sepa¬ 
rating the empire from the French crown. You have 
deprived it of its greatest glory, and you cannot henceforth 
ever hope to enjoy the friendship and oonfidence of your 
brother, and your inheritance will suffer from ilffor centuries. 
The empire will now elevate itself far above the French 
crown, and the latter will never more be able to shake itself 
free. Never did a king bargain so injuriously; children 
who are yet unborn will eurse jmur soul for it.” 

Such language these traitors held so often towards the 
king, and he was compelled to listen to so much from the same 
quarter, timt be at last began in bis heart to hate his brother. 
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As they were now counselling him to betray Ijothbr, and make 
war upon him, thus spoke Ludwig: “ You - aw ttiy confident 
tial counsellors and trusty friends, but speak no more on this 
sulgect; I will listen to it no longer; advise me no farther 
concerning it; for I will never consent thereto.” The traitors 
were iU'Content with this dieei^on: they would willingly have 
done Lotber any injury; for they could not fofget that ^he 
had formerly been found with their wives and^j^gfaiters.. 

To the king they spoke no ^ore at that time-; but they 
determined among themselves to get oli their side the kii^a 
wife Blanchedeur, and thus bring the king, hm* husband, to 
yield bis consent. When a woman has a husband who loves 
her from his heart, she leads him whereto she will; and..th)| 
wiser the man is, the greater folly she can persuade him .to»; 

I ' ' 

TirE FOUK-AND-TWENTIETU CHAFrEB. 

After Ludwig had journeyed from Borne, there came 
a message to Lother that his son was living, fresh and 
healthy ; he had from his birth the mark of two red cro^tes ; 
and furthermore his right arm, which should wield the 
sword, was quite red like blood, but the other arm was 
white. This message made Lother glad; and he said to 
Mailer, “ Dear comrade, 1 mnst journey to Constantinople 
to see my son. In the mean time have yourself well cared 
for by the physidan, that yon nuiy recover.” “ Dear sir,” 
said Mailer, I beg you to bring my wife Sbhdd^hin luther 
to me.” “ That shaU be done,” sdd Lother: with that he 
rode forth, embarked on board a ship, and arrived without 
adventure at Constantinople. 

When King Orschier and,IjOliter saw each other, they 
both began weeping bitterly; and the grief of both for the 
beautiful Zormerin was again renewed. The nurse brought 
Lother his infant son; tiien his tears flowed abundantly over 
the child. Marphone, thou dear son,” said he, the most 
beautiful, the best, and truest woman on this earth died for 
your sake.” “ By my truth,” cried King Orschier, “ he shall 
keep the name, for Marphone signifies in our language; ^ Alas 
that thou wert bom! ’ ” Lother tarried twenty moutli at 
stantinople, after which he took leave of his father>in4aw, 
intending to travel again to Borne. At his departure King 
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Oreohier promised him that he woald keep Mnrphone under 
his care at Constantinople, and give him the Greek empire; 
but advised that Lother should again take a wife, in order to 
have an heir to the lioman empire. “ I am willing to obey 
your wishes," answered Jlother, “ but never shall I love wife 
as I have loved tlie faithful Zorraerin.” Marphone remained 
in Constantinople, and became liandsome and tall; but Lother 
departed witlfifilcheidechio. Mailer’s wife, to Borne. Here they 
found Mailer completely rec*overed; and the joy he had in 
seeing Scheidechin again was very great. 

Lother now lived for four years in Rome, and during that 
time marched an expedition against the infidels, to whom he 
occasioned great injury. But he could not yet find resolu¬ 
tion to take a wife, for Zormerin lived ever in his heart. 

In the mean while the traitors had not on their part been 
idle ; they had persuaded Blanchefleur, the queen of France, 
that she ought to talk over her husband; and, at last, after 
many repulses, he gave her his consent to the war. Lother 
likewise assembled a mighty host, and many nobles and 
princes came to aid him; Mar[)hone, also, Lother’s son, who in 
the mean time had become a great and powerful knight, and 
after King Orschier’s death, emperor of Greece, arrived to his 
father’s assistance with a mighty army. Mailer and his men 
also failed him not. Then commenced the bloodiest war, in 
which Christians fought against Christians, of which one has 
ever heard. For miany years this war lasted, and therein 
many lands were ravaged, churches and monasteries burned, 
and more than six hundred thousand men lost their lives, till 
their blood dyed crimson all the rivers and sti'eams in the 
land. At last Lother, in the benevolence gf his heart, be¬ 
come reconciled to Ludwig, ljut not till aft^r his traitor 
counsellors were all either dead or imprisoned. 

Then Marphone took leave of his father, and returned 
with his army to Constantinople. Mailer received tidings 
that his beloved wife Scheidechin was dead > fben griev^ 
he deeply for her and wept outright, nor could he ever be 
gay again from that moment; and thence also he knew how 
unhappy his lord and comrade Lother must be to his life’s end. 
It occurred to him in his mind that he might as well see his 
father and mother once more; so he bade farewell to the 
Kmperor •Lother, and rode to Montsysson. But he had first 
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been obliged to promise Lother to return again to Rome, 
and not to be long absent. At Montsjsson he found his 
father and mother, as well as his brother, King Ansys, and 
his sons, and the wild Bastard Dietrich of Car^go. They 
all rejoiced greatly to see Mailer again, but he could no 
longer enjoy happiness. Wl^en he had barely spent four 
weeks with them, he declared his intention of returning 
forthwith to Rome, to the Enjperor Lother.^’*He therefore 
took leave of all bis friends, ki^ed his mother with tearful 
eyes, and rode away. When he camd* near to the city, his 
heart became so oppressed with grief, and he was so troubled 
on account of all the Christian blood he had shed, that he 
was obliged to dismount from his horse and sit down. Here 
he imagined a voice from heaven called to him, and said 
that he should become a hermit, lead an ascetic life, and 
expiate his sins in prayer and solitude. Then he let his 
horse loose, went far into the forest, where no man^s foot 
ever came, and here he lived as a hermit, slept on the bare 
ground, bore the armour on his naked body, without once 
taking it off by night or day, eat wild roots, which he 
grubbed up himself, drank water, and mortified bis body 
continually. 

The Emperor Lother was at Rome, and marvelled much 
that Mailer, his comrade, returned not; and as so long d. 
time had already elapsed, Lother himself set forth with a few 
followers, and went towards Montsysson to seek him. But 
no one there had pny knowledge of what had become of him ; 
they had all imagined he must be in Rome, and their fear 
was great, when they learnt from Lother that he had never 
arrived there. . Lother and the others sought for him 
throughout the whole county, but nowhere could*he he 
found. Then Rosamunde, Mailer’s mother, laid herself down 
and died for great grief of her son. Lother returned again 
to Rome. Three years passed away, and no one had yet 
heard any tidings of Mailer. Then Lother fell ill, and nearly 
died also of grief; he mourned and wept incessantly; and 
as often as any one spoke of Mailer, or mentioned his name, 
he began .anew to weep. At length he became so ill, that he 
was obliged to keep to his bed; he was also very weak in his 
mind; and the physician admonished him that he must 
cease to encourage this great grief. 
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Lotiter, therefore, coimnanded thr^ghout his whole king* 
4010 '^at no one should speak of Mailer, nor even mentiott 
l^jf name, and that whoever transgressed this order should 
Thus was Mailer soon ■ forgotten, and his name never 
more thought of. Aftor three Tearst it was exacdj the time 
when people exhibited St. Veronica in Rome; this saint was 
shown once in every hundred years. Now Mallm* thought 
that he also^ould go thither to see St. Veronica. He 
jommeyed then to Rome; his'beard was long, and his eounte^ 
nance pale and without colour or animation, for daring three 
years he had tak^ no animal food, and had scarcely sustained 
the life within him. He arrived elad like a pilgrim, so that 
none of his friends could have recognised him, and he went 
immediately to the church of St. P^er, where he watched 
Lother, his comrade, enter and depart every day before him. 
One Sunday Mailer sought the palace where Lother resided, 
and when the latter saw him he trembled all over, for it 
brought to his mind that Mailer had once told him he would 
yet some day be a pilgrim. “ Ah, Mailer,” sighed the em¬ 
peror to himself, “ if I but knew where to find thee, from one 
end of the world to the other would I go to seek for you ” 
Mailer, not having heard of the emperor’s prohibition that’his 
name should never be uttered in his presence, approached 
him, and begged an “ alms for God’s sake, and also for the 
sake of your faithful comrade Mailer, whom you loved so 
dearly.” At the sound of this name the emperor lost all con¬ 
trol of himself, his heart became hardene<^ and he clutched 
his knife, which he cast at the pilgrim, so that it entered 
deep into his body. “ Alas! Lother, I am Mailer your com¬ 
rade, whom thou hast killed. Come here to ine; kiss me, that 
I may show my forgiveness of the deed.” 

Then Lother sprang down, took the pilgrim in his arms, 
and scrutinised him from head to foot; having at last re¬ 
cognised his comrade, he fell down beside him in a swoon. 
When he again came to himself and remembered his misery, 
he cried aloud for great grief, cursed himself and the hour 
in which he was born, and would have put an end to his 
own life, hod not'MaUer collected all his remaining strength 
and prevented him. “Sire,” said he, “multiply not your 
sins, but think of God; shriek not out so loud that I am 
Mailer, whom you have killed; for should my father and 
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brother hear of it, they would wish to avenge on you my 
death, which God forbid! God and bis dear mother forgive 
you, as I forgive you with my whole heart." When he had 
said this, he gave to Lother one last smile of afibctiOn, and 
fell back dead in hia arms. His soul had been so fhU of faitii- 
fctl love, and he had been called to so expiatory a life, that 
certainly heavenly bliss is noV his portion. His body was 
buried by the knights in holy ground. Aft^ivthat, Lother 
fell into such a severe sickness, •that people thought he could 
no longer live. At length he was so.far recovered that he 
could t^ain go out; but he never more spoke word to any 
man, and was plunged into the deepest gri^, whence no one^ 
could arouse h^. 

On a certain day he had ridden out alone, and would take 
none of his attendants with him. They waited in vain for 
his return ; he never came again to Borne. As his son Mar^- 
phone was passing through the Calabrian forest, he found 
him as a hermit, in a cell, in the midst of the forest, and 
there he soon afterwards died in his son’s arms. 

Thus endeth the book of Lother and Mailer, the two 
faithful friends. 
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^ ScHLOSs Karlstein, or, as it is called in English, “ pastle 
, If^arlstein^” is situated in a lovely spot, at the distance of a 
few hours’ journey only from the ancient capital of Bohemia. 
Its heavy towers rise from the deep bosom of woods, and 
forests, and the mountain on which it stands is girt round 
by other verdant hills and wooded heights. The castle was 
erected by Charles, the fourth emperor of that name,—a sove¬ 
reign, who, while acting towards the empire generally in the 
spirit of a step-father, was to his Bohemians a loving 
parent, a gracious and beneficent sovereign, and whose me¬ 
mory yet lives in the traditions of Bohemia, associated with 
spirit-stirring recollections of a golden era, — a happy, yet 
at the same time glorious period of their national existence. 

The castle, though still entire, has undergone little alter¬ 
ation from repairs or renovations, and therefore transports 
•us the more completely, in its -oresent half-ruined condition, 
to those by-gone days wlien it was first erected, unrolling be¬ 
fore us a rich stream of historical recollections,—^memories of 
its fotinder CharleSv—of the period of the Hussites,—and the 
many secret deeds of fearful justice or cruel revenge, which 
have been enacted within its walls; while at the same time 
•it 8peak8..to us of the piety of that departed time, the beau¬ 
tiful regulatioBS of its ecclesiastical government, and the 
glorious dawn of art, then breaking in those northern lands. 
Scliloss Karlstein, besides its numerous otlier remarkable 
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antiquities, contaSna treasures which wiU prove of iacoutmr** 
able value in illus^ating the earliest histoiy painting, ^e 
venerable specimens of that art here exislang hnk themselves 
on the one hand with the old Germra school, and on tne othra* 
with the earliest s^rfUbdlism of the Greek Christian style. 

One of the two masters, chjefly employed in daeorating 
the chapel, was of German extraction Warmsm* of Sh»B> 
bourg; the other, Theodoric of Prague, Ji^ completely 
adopted the style prevalent in Ihe first epoch o( p^n<ln^f 
and which we are aocastomed to desigp&ate the Byzaittine or 
modern Greek. . i . ;; 

The paintings of Wurmser, on the wa}k ot the chapel,hf 
St. Mary, are greatly,injured and defaced. Those of Theo-t ' 
doric of jPrague, in the church of the Holy Cross, in tiiA 
great tower of the castle, are generally in excellent preserve.' 
ation ; and in the vaulted ceilings of the windows 1 re* ' 
marked a few by Wurmser, much less damaged than* those id , 
the chapel of St. Mary, — a picture of the ‘‘ Annunciation,” 
for instance, and one of the “Adoratiott of the Three 


Kings." Another painting, representing the Apocalyptic 
Lamb with seven horns, with the s^ven Electors kneeling 
round in pious adoration, is also ascribed to tbat artist. 

• The pictures of saints, by Theodoric of Prague^ appear 
unquestionably the most fascinating to the eye, and they are 
besides of higher importance in the history of the art. They 
number about one hundred and twenty, all repeating the By-> 
zantine type *, and are half-lengths rather larger than life. I 
was particularly struck with the latter circumstance, as most 
early pictures after that type which I have seen, either at 
Cologne, Paris, or in the Netherlands, have been rithmr at 
under the natural size of life, ' 

Theodoric’s pictures are painted in general on a flowered 


'* In the representations of Byzantine art, the particular knovledge of 
nature,—that is, of the human form,—Ls entirely wanting; this is apparent 
in the drawing of themaked Kgure, and in the folds of the drapery, which 
succeed each otlier in stiff lines, sharp and powerful, following no law of 
form. The heads do not want character; but the expressioa is not 
merely defcctive—they have in common something of a spectral rigidity, 
indicating, in its type>like sameness, a dull servile constraint. The figures 
are long and meagre; the execution generally distinguished by satreme 
finish tliough not by any particular harmony of colour. The grounds 
are entirely gilt— Kugltr't Handbook, pages 22, 23. 
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gold groTind ; the draperies sometimes of one colour onlj, 
in general either blue or red, and sometimes struvred with 
stars and golden dowers. Thd effect produced by the inte> 
rior of the chapel, iu other days when all the tints were fresh, 
most^ from the external brilliancy of the colours employed, 
have been magdidcent and almost dazzling. The panelled 
walls and the vaulted roof gleam on every side with gilding 
and gorgeotfli eolouring, and are decorated, below the paint¬ 
ings; with gold, precious stones, and symbolical emblems and 
ornaments, among which the square German cross is con> 
stantly introduced* Many of the heads in Theodoric’s paint¬ 
ings are of great beauty: all highly expressive, and soft and 
delicate in colouring, as is well known to be generally the 
case with these earliest paintings: the features noble, and 
profoundly imagined, and the finishing touched with so happy 
and skilful a hand, that modern artists might well envy its 
success. 

The artists of the Byzantine school often attain a peculiar 
excellence in these points, even when deficient in many 
others ; as for instance, when any figures are introduced in 
artistic and difScult attitudes, their attempts at designing 
them are usually unsuccessful, and the figures are ill-pro- 
portioned and badly drawn. In Theodoric’s pictures of 
saints, which are generally half-lengths only, and in simple 
attitudes, the skilful draughtsman will detect fewer faults of 
this nature ; and, compat^ with other pictures of the same 
date, they deserve, in my opinion, to rank among the best of 
that style. I particularly noticed a head of St. Ludmilla, 
which was remarkably beautiful; she is represented with a 
handkerchief round her throat, and her„ hands folded in 
prayer. St. Sigmund (Sigismund) may be qited as an ex- 


* The dmrcli of the Holy Cross In the great tower of the castle de- 
lerres especial notice. The lower part of the walls is inlaid with rough 
amethysta, clir}’Solite8, onyxes, and other precious stones. The upper 
part IS covered with panelling, divided into a number of square compart¬ 
ments, whicheontsinhalf-iigurtls of holy persons, ISO in numberi painted 
by Theodoric of Prague. On the walls are several scenes from Scrip¬ 
ture, ascribed to Wunnser and Kunxe. The paintings in the lower 
church of ^e Assumption of the Virgin are also attributed to these 
artists. They represent the Emperor Charles IV. giving the cross to 
hU son; Wenoeslaus bestowing a ring on Sigismund, and again kneeling 
absorbed^ in bis devotions. pages 38, 
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ample of a finely treated head of an old man, and St. Vittis 
of that of a*young one; besides tbje8e> we may mention St. 
John the Erangelist; and below the apostle, Jacob; the 
latter, however, has been greatly injured. Above, near 
the peep window, we see St. Hieronymus, and also a holy 
hermit, bearing a pilgrim’s staff. Many of the figures repie- 
sented carry books in their hands. St Elizabeth, St Barbara, 
and, indeed, all of these saints, struck peculiarly 

beautiful. The picture of St. Thomas, in the university of 
Prague, may give the lover of art a partial notion at least of 
these paintings; but it is impossible to form a correct idea 
of their effect, without having seen a number of them toge*. 
ther; and although, in so large a collection, the similaritj^ of 
the treatment has something formal and monotonous, still 
the individual heads are almost invariably good, and lofty in 
conception and execution. 

Above the altar is an “ Ecce Homo,” painted, if I am not 
mistaken, by Thomas of Mutina*, but greatly mutilated, and 
wanting the head. The decoration of the whole interior of 
the church, the numei'ous pictures of saints, all of uniform 
proportions, and all similarly treated, with which the walls are 
covered, seem to correspond in some measure with the ritual 
of the Greek Church. Its ceremonial observances, differing as 
they do from those of the Roman Catholic Church, probably 
exerted great infiueiice on the application of painting to jiur- 
poses of ornament. The mass being, in the Greek Church, 
celebrated in the privacy of the sanctuary, it became neces¬ 
sary that the screen, which concealed the ceremony, and from 
the centre door of which the priest appears lU a certain mo¬ 
ment, bearing thp sacred elements [heiligthume], should be 
completely adorned and filled up with pictures; Jhe eyes of 
the devout worshippers being constantly directed thither 
during the performance of the service. The screen conceal¬ 
ing the Holy of Holies is, for this reason, made to resemble 
richly worked h^pigings of tapestry, and is covered with 
most beautiful symbols, such as might well attract the atten¬ 
tion of the pious, and excite in their minds devout and holy 
thoughts. A single large fresco painting wo\^ld have been 
much less appropriate, and not so well adapted for the pur- 


^ A MoHenesCi 1357. 
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p(Met>f long and unbroken contemplation. The entire space 
is therefore fiUed with numerous small hgures, <U of which 
are mvariably' uniform. 

Li the Romish Church, however, in which the mysteries 
are not celebrated in secret, nor the high altar screened from 
the eyes of the congregation, it becomes of necessity the 
grand centre-point of attraction and reverence, and all the 
resources of'hrt and architecture, as well as painting, are 
exhausted in its exaltation' and adornment. Painting, of 
course, became an adjunct of high importance, and the lofty 
compositions designed for altar-pieces undoubtedly opened a 
wide field for the display of genius, and gave a new impulse 
and most ennobling tendency to Western art. Still it was 
long ere that art attained the high degree of vigour, bold¬ 
ness, and all-subduing grandeur, which subsequently charac¬ 
terised it; slowly and gradually it ventured to overstep the 
narrow bounds within which it bad originally been confined, 
and to discard that prescribed formula of early Christian 
painting, which, though fraught with expression, spirituality, 
and beauty, was nevertheless monotonous and circumscribed. 
The venerable remains of early art still existing in the church 
at Schloss Karlstein, and for wliich we are indebted to the 
genius of the Bohemian Theodoric, belong to a period which 
preceded one of these remarkable starting points of mo¬ 
dem art. Having merely passed through that place on my 
road from Prague, I was unable to devote more than one 
day to an examination of its antique treasures; but the 
little I can presume to say of them from recollection will 
perhaps arouse the attention of others, who may have bet¬ 
ter opportunities of examining them and appreciating their 
value. » r 

The important place which ought to be assigned to that 
early period, in all investigations of the history of the art, 
has of late yhars been acknowledged, not in Germany only, 
but also in Italy; and the beautiful germ,„the first budding 
promise from which all the glorious fruition of modern art 
subsequently developed itself, begins now to be better known 
and more justly esteemed. It is to be w’ished that Bohemian 
patriots and amateurs would concur in making Karlstein, 
tvhich with such treasures surely well merits it, the theme 
of a grahd artistic national work, on the plan of that recently 
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published on the Campo Santo at Fisa.* * * § In this latter 
work the earliest struggles of unassisted genius are laid be* 
fore us in the efforts of Buffalmaccof: we are^ tempted to 
contpare the strange and daring creations of Orgagna| with 
the sublime conceptions of Dante; and in the eosapositicms 
of Benozzo Gozzo]i§ we recognise such an overflowing 
abundance of noble forms and grand cono^tioas, that we 
feel the editor of the work to, be fully justified in soling 
him the Raphael of the early masters. 

Would that the many complaints ratSed in Italy, of the ne^ 
gleet and disregard to whidi these old paintings are exposed, 
were not equally applicable to ourselves I The destroyu% 
hand of time, unassisted by such neglect, inflicts too many^ 
irreparable injuries on the productions of the arts. Wonw 
that its ravages were not too often aggravated either by 
intentional wantonness and folly on our part, by the all- 
pervading domination of ignorance and stupidity, or a 
thoughtless contempt for the glories of antiquity 1 One of 
the fresco paintings on the wails of the Campo Santo, at 
Fisa, a masterpiece of Giotto, has been partially destroyed 
in order to make way for a monument to the Signori Alga- 
rotti. Two other paintings by Gozzoli have in like manner 
been sacrificed, and are now completely defaced by busts 
and modem inscriptions. Every age appears to have a bar¬ 
barism of its own, and the modem eiw is distinguished in 
every country alike by a contempt for its own national an¬ 
tiquities. Though wandering with eager cariosity into tlie 
remotest ages of the world, the period m(M« closely preceding 
our own is held in utter scorn and unwisely calumniated by 
a false epithet, fabricated by its despisers, who, while they 


* The cemetery of Pifia, an enretnfe of about 400 feet in length and 
118 in width, is said to have been filled with earth brought from the Holy 
Land in the thirteenth century; it was enclosed by high walls, and sur* 
rounded on the inside by an arcade, adorned with large pbintings. 

f Iluonamtco Iluffalmacco. His existence appears to be doul^ul, 
as his Life by Vasari is a mere collection of whimsical stories. 

J Andrea, son of the Florentine sculptor Cionc, died in ld89. The 
subjects of his pictures arc the Triumph of Death, ilie Last Judgment, 
and the representation of Hell.— See Kugler '9 Hatulhook^ page 70. 

§ Of the Tuscan school, and a scholar of Fiesole; between the years 
1469 and 1485, he embellished the north wall with pictui^s drawn from 
the history of the Old Testament. ^ 

n n 3 



SCIILOSS KARLSTEDT. 



[ 1808 . 


talk of “ the darkness of the middle ages,” Buffer the most 
glonoQs monuments of national art and history to fall ne¬ 
glected to decay and ruin. 

I am far from desiring to compare Theodoric of Prague 
with either Giotto or Gozzoli; still his paintings are by no 
means unworthy of regard, 4)oth as curious specimens of 
antiquity anjJ as belonging to a veiy importapt period in 
the advance df art. Shopld 'they ever become generally 
known, the opinion of connoisseurs will, I have no doubt, 
fully agree with mine on this point. 

iSchloss Karistein, however, is not remarkable merely 
from the works of art already described; it is in itself a 
mighty national monument, a precious relie of mediajval his¬ 
tory. If, therefore, my suggestion be destined ever to meet 
its accomplishment; if an artistic work, adequate in its plan 
to the importance of the theme, should ever be devoted to 
the description of Karistein, it ought to comprise not only 
architectural drawings of the castle itself, but landscape 
views of the adjoining country and of the site of the building. 
As regards the paintings, even the frescos, though half effaced 
by the effect of explosion and thebther evils attendant on such 
a calamity, it may still be possible to revive and restore a few 
at least among them, so that a skilful draughtsman might 
copy the outlines, if no more, and thus give a general idea 
of their character. It may, indeed, be sufficient to copy a 
few pictures only from among tiiose of Theodoric, as a 
judicious selection might convey a very correct impression 
of the others; still this should only be permitted, if the 
limits of the wprk prove so narrow as to preclude the pos¬ 
sibility of any other arrangement. Every »lover of the art, 
who is unable in person to risit the spot and contemplate 
its wonders, will rejoice to see tlic whole placed vividly be¬ 
fore him, and, since all, undoubtedly, well deserve to be pre- 
.served, it is surely better, in such a case, to be even too 
lavish than too niggardly in the information supplied. 
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This picture, which is intended for an altar-piece in a 
church, is eight feet nine inches in height, and five feet-in 
width. It contains only two figures—those of the saint and 
her attendant angel, both hovering in the douds. The 
height of the former figure is six feet, and that of the angel 
is of corresponding size. It is a composition of mudi merit, 
grandly conceived, and equal in point of execution to the 
most successful efforts of this master’s genius. 

A genuine critic, in giving an opinion on this picture, 
would probably either rest satisfied with generalities, or, on 
the other hand enter scrupulously into the minutest details. 
He would perhaps extol the correctness of the drawing, the 
noble contours, the animated expression; or discover that 
this arm was too plump, that hand too thin; here a light 
too glaring, and there a delicate shadow most successfully 
intr<^uced ; and thus go through a certain routine of con¬ 
ventional forms of expression, which would leave the hearer 
in total ignorance both of the theme itself, and the manner 
of its treatment. , 

But a vital, comprehensive, and truly artistic criticism 
passes over all minor details, seelring only to grasp the 
painter’s idea in all its strength and fulness, and thus to 
understand the peculiar inteUi^ion of the composition ; for if 
this be once clearly apprehended, it then becomes easy to 
judge in how fai’ it is successfully carried out, or, on the 
other hand, in what points it is inadequately rendered ; 
isolated defects or peculiar features will then be more judi¬ 
ciously criticised, and when considered in connexion with 
the general theme and design, their meaning and intention 
will be more clearly understood. 

I would however observe, that in the conception of the 
painting before us, there arc two points in its design and 
execution, which demand especial notice. The fiftt—istbe 
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fact of sn angel being represented as in attendance on the 
. sgint, a pirctimstance in strict accordance with legendary his¬ 
tory* to trihich indeed the artist dosely adheres throughout; 
the second; the expression of St jOpcilia’s countenance, nut 
nfer^y-.Tidiaitt tvith .«nd adopa(30l^;{^t.^:allgbtwith 
gentle sympathy, as if looking^ down with pitying tenderness, 
front the glorious light with^Which she, is herself encircled, 
upon this loVrfr earth, the abode of the suffering and the 

4yii»g. ‘ 

- Tlif angel, bearing a lily* hovers near the -saint^ andlH^ 
onitgr a glance of ineffidtle love and pmty ; be.js still nla 
constant attendant in the le^heretof heaven, as, pneeupon 
earth, where, according to the legend, he to<^ so prominent 
a part in the trials and tempt^oas of her mortal existence. 
** iQecilia,’' (thus says the legend^, which bears every stamp 
of historical accuracy,) “ a Itoman lady of high birth, had 
from- her childhood been instructed in the principles of the 
phristian faith, and had early devoted herself, as a virgin, to 
the service of God. Havingafterwards been espoused, contrary 
to her own desire, to a young Roman named Valerianus, she 
on the evening of her marriage addressed him in the following 
words; ‘ Valerianus! I am under the protection of an angel 
the guardian of my purity; beware, therefore, lest by any 
rash daring on your part, you excite the indignation of that 
heavenly spirit.’ The y^ung. man, alarmed at her words, 
presumed not to approach her; he even declared himself 
willing to embrace the faith of Christ if he could be per¬ 
mitted to behold the angel. And when Cecilia made known 
to him that, until he had actually received baptism, his wish 
could not be granted; in his vehement dQsii’e to obtain a 
sight of thejieayenly visitant, he professed hinjself ready and 
anxious to be enri>Ued at once among the followers of Christ. 
He went, therefore, by the maiden’s advice,^ to Pope Urban, 
who, on account of the persecution tlien raging, dwelt in 
the catacombs, and was by him baptized. His brother Ti- 
burtius afterwards followed his example, and both were per¬ 
mitted to behold the angel. The glorious crown of martyr- 

* Breviar Roman, die xxii. November. St. Urban succeeded Pope 
Calixtus in the year 223, and reigned seven years; he had also the honour 
of (Martyrdom. — See Livet of t/te Saintt, vol. i. p. 901. 
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dom became their portion, «ven before tite 4a|^t|i^bf„ the.hdLjr 
Boman maid to whom they ow^^ths^r^odreflic^ 
inquiry having bee^i 4 mhde eonceiming ,^he*'propi8^^ 
two brothers, which she' had inlierited, it was found to have 
been already divided amongst the poca*.” . , v . 

The marhFrdom of Saint jCedlia took {dace abdnt the 
year 230. aw festival has b^n obswved in Bdme froon 
earliest period; and, as early as the fonil:h eanfiuy^a ehureb 
was built and dedicated to her* memory.* . The hi^ rever* 
ence with wMch she was regarded* is 'evident from the foet^ 
that hm* ruune is enrolled among those of the seven hdly 
women and virgins named in the Canon of the Mass. We 
are besides infotmed, thq^ so ardent was her love of Godl» 
and so deeply did she .jmveipenee bis 'Word, that she .com> 
stantly carried in her bosom the book of Crospeh and 
was continually occupied in singing psalms of praise and 
thanksgiving; hence probably arose th© tradition of her 
having been the inventor of the organ: that instrameot 
being considered as peculiarly adapted to church music, and 
to celebrating the glory of God. History, however, assigns 
to its invention n much later date than the heroic age of the 
catacombs, and of the earliest Christian martyrs. 

Our artist, therefore, true throughout to historical records, 
instead of making the organ a conspicuous feature in his 
composition, has merely introduce!^ it in the left ibregfound, 
as a symbol or indication of the peculiar liiaracteristic of 
the saint St. Cf.cilia, in strict accordance with truth, is 
habited in the lioman costume, and, as a princess, crowned 
with a diadem. The palm branch in her hand, symbolic of 
victory and peace, is dripping w^th bright clear drops of 
blood, emblematic, as it were^ of the dew<;dropi of a celes> 
tial dawn. 

The costume and other minor details ought to be regarded, 
in a picture of this class, as expressive attributes, which can be 
undcj^ood only.in their connexion with the leading idea of 
thj|<!omposition. The chief peculiarity of this work, however, 
«jK6ts, as has been already remarked, in the expression of 
love and sympathy imparted to the countenance of the saint. 


• Sec tlie “ Life of Jesus and the Saints,” vol. ii. p. 813. Vienna, 
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and shining foeth from her clear blue eyes arith a glow of 
deep feeling, exalted intelligence, and gentle love. If, as 
thnxhnrch * teaches, we are permitted to implore the inter¬ 
cession of the saints, between ourselves and our Creator, 
and this intercessicm requires, on their part, as in truth it 
roust, constant and unwearied exertion, it becomes impos¬ 
sible to imagine that t|)ose blessed beings exist in a state of 
perpetual inaction, absorbed in the contemplation of their 
own changeless bliss. We shall rather conceive them to be 
interpenetrated with Holy love and heavenly sympathy, taJ^ing 
part with the most lively interest in all that they are per¬ 
mitted to know of the events of our earthly life, in every 
thing which may tend to exalt the glory of God and diffuse 
the gifts of divine grace among mankind. It is this affec¬ 
tionate sympathy with the human heart in its struggle for 
the attainment of holiness, which forms the motive or ruling 
feature of the present representation of St. Cecilia; and by 
bearing this fact constantly in mind, we shall be the better 
able to understand the artist’s treatment of accessory details, 
and to explain them according to the spiritual symbolism of 
the Scriptures, and the allegorical mode of teaching adopted 
by our church. 

The saint is clad in a green robe, falling round her in 
ample folds, and confined at the waist by a golden girdle; 
her right arm is encircled by two golden armlets. The robe 
is emblematical of the sphere, its colour of the earth. The 
girdle is an emblem of activity, — gold, pf the most refined 
and exalted purity. The golden girdle therefore indicates 
that the saint desires to see the hearts of those who commend 
themselves to her intercession elevated t© a state of the 
utmost puKty and perfection, and as, in this ^anxious labour 
of love, her thoughts are constantly engaged by our low 
earthly sphere, her feet are seen below the drapery of her 
robe, and the narrow black fillet, by which the Roman 
sandals are attached to them, symbolises the darkness of that 
world of sorrow towards which they are supposed to be sink¬ 
ing. Her light brown hair is represented flowing in rich 
tresses, like delicate streamlets far over her shoulders, to 
indicate the living abundance of her spiritual strength and 

* It be reiBembered that F. von Sclilegel belonged at this time 
(o the Roman Catholic communion* — Trans, 
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loving sympathy. The right arm is the emblem of labour 
and exertion, the left of longing and desire. For this reason 
her left hand is seen resting on her bosom, the pure slirine 
of holy love, and in which the glorious name of the Eternal 
is indelibly impi'essed. Attributes such as these, soaring so 
far above the ordinary course Df nature, like that mysterious 
name which sparkles in delicate radiance uponj,the bosom of 
the saint, immediately invest iiny picture tdth all the cha> 
racteristics of a symbolic representation. Similar allegories, 
though treated upon contrary principfes, tnay also be traced 
in the compositions of pagan art The two golden armlets 
that encircle the right arm of the saint, one on the wrist, the 
other confining the drapery on the upper part of the amt, 
bear, in accordance with the explanation given above, a two¬ 
fold signification, indicating purity of heart and holiness of 
life. The stainless perfection of her own nature, and the 
victory it wrought for her, are typified by\he golden diadem 
and the green myrtle crown on which it rests. Her brow is 
crowned with light, and indeed the entire figure is repre¬ 
sented floating in a halo of glory, the quenchless flame of 
holy love; but beyond that bright cifble we see another line 
of light, — not the pure colourless beam of heaven, but a 
broken fitful ray, emanating, as it were, from that earthly 
abode of sorrow to which she is hound by the powerful im¬ 
pulses of pity and affection—the changeful glory of the rain¬ 
bow*, emblematic of reconciliation and pardoning love, of the 
mingled bliss nnd*suffering of humanity. The entire centre 
of the picture is for the same reason surrounded by a similar 
hut wdder and more extended circle of rainbow light, de¬ 
scending even bftlow the feet of the hovering figure. And as 
the seven eternal harmonic tones which form the fundamental 
harmony of music, in life as well as in science, are symbolised 

* The Biblical symbol of the rainbow, as emblematic of those seven 
original spirits of Go<i, in which the majesty of creative power unfolded 
itself, has, if I remember right, been three times adopted by Raphael; 
in the " Disputa,” the “ Madonna di' Foligno,” and the “ Vision of 
Ezekiel” — a small picture, in which Jehovah is represented enthroned 
upon a rainbow, and surrounded by the cherubim. In has been em- 
])ioycd by many of the great German painters; by Van Eyck in “ Tne 
Last Judgment,” Memling in the “ Vision of St. John,” and also in a 
picture at Bruges, — not to notice other examples. ** 
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l>y tbo kites of that many-tinted bow, formed' of the broken 
rays of original light, or rather of tears, drops shed by cre¬ 
ated nature in the ocean of infinity, and broken and divided 
ia tlie play of the sunbeam ; so the artist has represented the 
symbolic organ in the foreground of the picture, glimmer¬ 
ing through the refiection of • the rainbow. Thus striving, 
by the adoptjon of every artistic intim^ion in his power, to 
clothe the impalpable idea ivith reality, and, in working out 
his conception, to carry the tangible representation to the 
extreteest verge of idealism. 

If, while gazing on this composition, spectator be in- 
duced^to dismiss from his mind the c^inary picture of St. 
Cecilia seated at the harpsichord, which people are accustomed 
to anticipate, and perhaps desire to see in a picture bearing 
that name, and will allow himself to bo interpenetrated with 
that idea of love, pity, and sympathy, on which the present 
conception is foui^ed, — if he consider the saint herself, not 
merely as the patron of scientific harmony, but as holding 
under her especial guardianship the music of feeling, and 
the thrilling harmonies of human emotion, he will acknow¬ 
ledge that the artist’s idea is most successfully carried out, 
both in the lofty ideality of the figure of the saint and in the 
general artistic treatment. The colouring and carnations are 
also worthy of all pnaise; and this painting is in those points 
auperior to many other works of the same master: the entii'e 
picture is a burst of indivisible and lofty inspiration. 

Having thus attempted to show the 4rue principle on 
which artistic criticism should be founded, I leave to others 
of more acknowledged judgment and skill the task of inves¬ 
tigating particular points of technical interest. The picture 
will find a«fitting place abova the altar of the church, for 
which it is destined ; and there is little reason to fear that its 
beauty will there be either lost or disregarded. 
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The intelloct ndt^er arbitrarily’unites distinct elements, nor 
does it attempt, without just reason, the dismemberment of 
an entire system. The limits of all definition and argument 
are irrevocably determined by two opposing principlea,— the 
eternal impulse of the struggling soul from within, and the 
unchangeable decrees of nature from without. Inclmatioa 
vacillates doubtfully between the voice uf freedom and the 

'i ’ 

* It is tlie intention of this little treatise to analyse the idea of Beauty 
as divided from the being of Art. After lamenting in the first place 
that the beautiful should be everywhere defiK^ive, incomplete, and partial, 
presented to us in disjointed fragments, both in artistic representations 
and in reality, I next attempt to exhibit the elements of,beauty as they 
exist, nut in tlie art only but also in nature and in love, and to prove that 
the ]}roper combination of these three elements-*- the richness of nature, 
the purity of love, and the symmetry of art-—will in&llibly produce true, 
genuine, and majestic beauty. U'fie idea of beauty, thus understood, 
cannot be regarded as distinct, either from truth, or from the abundance 
of living realties; it must not be severed from love, in the highest 
acceptation of that term, nor from the sentiment of goodness; and it is 
the object of the following pages to seize and present this idea of the 
beautiful in its highest richness and perfection. The terms Abundance 
(Fullc), and Unity (Einhelt), will, however, be employed in a far higher 
sense than has be^n usually assignee# them in GerniAi phiifbsophy, where 
they are regarded simply as elements of thought, of conception, or pf 
our own limited existence. By Abundance (Fiille), I must here be 
understood to mean, the exhaustlcss fund of life which is constantly 
developing itself in nature, in matchless but ever-growing beauty; 
while by Unity (Einheit), I would express not a mere external harmony, 
but tlie indivisible eternal harmony of the soul, or oi love. 

Thus too, the terms Regularity and Symmetry will not be confined 
merely to works of art, but refer rather to that all-disposing miud, 
which, whether recognised or disregarded, is the animating prineiide, the 
guide, the director of every scheme of civilisation. 
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decrees of fate; the intellect exhausts itself in the study of 
individualities, till at length all idea of perfection in unity is 
as completely lost as if the beautiful in nature and the just 
equipoise of human life were banished from the world. 

To solve the enigma of Destiny, and Freedom of Will, — 
to unite those adverse ideas in harmonious combination, — 
correctly to define, and faithfully to observe, the delicate 
limits whicb separate the two,—would be to unravel the 
most complicated thread in the tangled web of human life. 
Is chance, then, more wise than science ? Can it be that 
this intncate problem is to be left to work its own solution ? 

When the scheme of civilisation is grounded not on prin¬ 
ciple or science, but on the working of instinct, each separate 
element of the human character unfolds itself in distinct 
relative proportions. The organic development of antiquity 
is'peculiarly characterised by independence and decision. 
Every individual point moves on in perpetual rotation. In 
ancient history the grand outlines of fate and freedom of 
will lie outspread before us. The varied relations still 
existing between nature and mankind arose originally out 
of the difierent gradations of ancient civilisation, and at its 
highest point they blend in more or less harmonious union, 
and attain a certain natural bloom and perfection. 

When the perfect consistency of the ancients is contrasted 
with our own dismemberment, their broad masses with our 
interminable mixtures, their simple decision with our paltry 
embarrassment and confusion, we are indeed impressed with 
the conviction that they were men of toe loftiest stamp. 
Still we ought not to regard them as the especial favourites 
of heaven, nor need we envy their unreasoning and in¬ 
stinctive happiness. The very deficiencies which perplex us 
are, in trutn, messengers of h6pe; for they are natural con¬ 
sequences of the'Supreme dominion now exerted by the 
intellectual powers, and of the unfettered influence of the 
understanding—faculties, which, however tardy they may be 
in the attainment of excellence, are nevertheless endowed 
with a boundless -capacity* for improvement. Since the at¬ 
tempt to fix the mind of man on one immutable basis, and 
impel him onwards in one unchangeable direction, has been 
abandoned, it has ceased to be a matter of doubt whether 
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the history of the human race, like an unbroken circle, re¬ 
volves constantly upon itself, or whether, progressively ad¬ 
vancing into the infinite, it strives witb' ufiremitting ardour 
to attain the best and noblest objects. The nnyesty of anti¬ 
quity is felt to be indissolubly linked with images of decline 
and ruin, for both arise frmn the same source, —the dominion 
of instinct, and the spontaneous development of nature. 
When the work of civilisation is under the itpnsediate direc¬ 
tion of reason, the. more rapid progress of nature frequently 
outstrips her guide, and leads the lattes either to mist^e the 
means to be employed, or perhaps to confound the memis 
with the end. Instinct, op the contrary, beginning and end¬ 
ing in nature, can only, in that single moment in which it 
attains the centre-point, unite nature with mankind. Grecian 
art itself, which rose to absolute perfection, ended also with 
itself, and it presents a remarkable instance of the perish¬ 
able nature of merely instinctive greatne^. The confusipn 
and want of unity prevailing in the ideas of the modems, 
have undoubtedly a powerful influence on their woHcs of 
art and genius. One art strays into tlie province of another, 
one peculiar branch becomes intermingled with the family 
of another. Representation is confounded with perception— 
imagination with contemplation ; while embolism and 
reality, time and space, all change t]]eir relative position. 
The artist sacrifices unity in his struggle for actual nature; 
the connoisseur prizes nature only in proportion as she ap¬ 
proximates to art; the visionary, absorbed in his own 
dreams, seeks buY to trace their reflection in the world 
around him, and discover throughout creation only the all-per¬ 
vading influence of love ; while the loveless sensualist deems 
mankind and external nature created only to be the minis¬ 
ters of his enjoyment. One'lives only for thS beautiful, 
unheeding of the good and true; another recognises the 
beautiful in its utility alone; and such, from the absence of 
unity, and the want of a just equipoise, not content to have 
already plunged into error and confusion every element of 
society, still seem bent on employing their utmost efforts to> 
dismember and subvert it. The man who luxuriates mily 
in soft strains of music, will find his power of percep¬ 
tion at last melt away into shadowy indistinctness; the 
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ipmd that dwells only- marble, will ia time dnd its 
a^ter |)r(^rties hitfinto stone; wboev^ makes poetry 
the sole object of lif^ Idses vigdui^ libldness, and decision, 

‘ him existent^ itself bemams a ^reaia, Even the 
ifidon of poetnr..v^it)i rmfitj leaves, a vaiiit chasm to be filled 
*np; a void wnich,nan only^ snppfied by the power of 
fntdlect; and t&e exertiob dE'those' reasoning.faculties which, 
being stibj^ po mbte precise definite laws than the 
poetic aVt,%ive to reality' a j^Qre regular and decided form 
than It I^Ould obtain from thh unas^ted infinence of nature. 
When zpen are left to the ,sole guidance. o^.ar|)ficial laws, 
they become "rednc^ to mm*e empty .shadows and soulless 
forms While the undivided sway of n^ure leaveE/fhegi sa* 
vage^. and' foyeless'. How melancholy a.^'i^ it id to see a 
celle'ctipn’nf the most interesting-works of irt he^ed to* 
gethei; merely as an assemMage of costly treasures! 4he void 
then sfrietcbes before as-comfortless, y>pele^, and^ unfathom¬ 
able. Man is beggared, — art and life are rent asunder! 
Yet Jbi 84 '»keleton once had life, beauty, kpimation! there 
was a lime-T-yea, there were nations in which the heavenly 
fire of actj^like the soft glow of life refiected in their inspired 
sti^^sj Once gleamed through each glorious attribute of 
pure l|.umanity! Nor are the slaves of utility, those victims 
of. itihccticism, who by compulsory force succeed at length in 
'‘nnlMhilatiii^ the elasticity of instinct and the senses, less 
eorapletefy at variance with nature than the votaries of ima¬ 
gination or of a partial and tod prejudiced view of the art. 
The pasMve automaton thus framed moves, at least me¬ 
chanically, in thought and action like a man; but in his 
pleasures, the inclinations of the animal are too clearly dis¬ 
cernible. His ruined nature bluslies at the very name of 
beauty, ’fhe faintest allusioif to art, nature, or love begets 
in him a sensation of dread and uneasiness, like the grave 
mention*bf a spectre. 

The soul needs a certain amount of intellectual enjoyment 
to give it strength adequate for the daily struggle in which 
it is involved. The energies of the mind are as completely 
shattered and destroyed by constant restraint, as they are 
relaxed and enfeebled by perpetual enjoyments. To make 
pleasure the sole obje^^of life is to defeat our own intention; 
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for man exists but in accordance yitlL^e decrees of nature, 
and lier laws stand in constant opposition to his own desires. 
Life is a stern struggle between conflietibg powers. Every 
inordinate indulgence involves a corresponding amount of 
suffijring. Those who yield their souls captive to the brief 
intoxication of lovC) it no higher an^ hplier feeling'mingle 
with and consecrate their dreiim of bliss^ wUl shrink trembling 
fram the pangs that attend th^ir wakings Others, .on the 
contrary, who devote themseltes to glorious deeds, and seek 
enjoyment only in the intervals of more ■serious es^ertion, 
will have their best reward in.the pure, unchanging happi* 
ness purchased by such..self-denial. Pleasure,' indeed, has a 
higher zest when spontaneous and self^created; and it rises 
in value in proportion to Its affinity with that .perfection ^ 
beauty in which moral excellence is allied to external charms.' 
It must be a free spontaneous burst of feeling: not the result 
of certain means applied for the attainment*of any particulai' 
object; for pleasure thus pursued becomes occupation rather 
than enjoyment. We call it desecration and pollution to 
employ holy things in ordinary uses. Hut is not the beau¬ 
tiful also holy ? Man can by represehtation inform the un¬ 
derstanding ; by beauty he can improve the manners; works 
of art may supply material for contemplation ; but the mind 
will gain little or nothing thereby. As all energy demapds 
for its development a free unrestrained power of action, so 
the sense of beauty and its creative faculty are kindled in 
the soul only by the free enjoyment and habitual contempla¬ 
tion of its creations. This inAvard perception of the soul for 
the beautiful is far different to the superficial artistic taste 
which refuses to acknowledge a susceptibility to comprehend 
ref)resented and ideal forms as a creative and generative 
faculty for art.* For beauty reigns supreme, not only in 
imitative works, but also in nature, in mankind, and in love. 
It is easy to decide on the proper limits to be prescribed for 
the soul’s indulgence in spiritual enjoyment — to mark 
where it may coiAmence and where it ought to terminate; 
but it is in truth a delicate task toTivoid transgressing those 
boundaries. The same may be said of the limits of each 
separate element of beauty ; of these there are three, which 
inuy be well regarded as the three orlginfil springs of spirituitl 
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e^c^ent—nature, mankind, and art, —which latter in its 
representations blends and unites them all. 
most prominent characteristic of nature is an ever* 
flowing and ezhaustless vital 9 nerg 7 ; that of art is spiritual 
unitf, harmony, and symmetry. To attempt to deny the 
lott^ assertion, and define art as nothing more than a recol* 
lection or ijBproduotion of the highest beauties of nature, 
strikes at the ^ery root of it^ free and independent existence. 
Had not art a ^wer distinct from that of nature, were it 
not governed by its own peculiar laws, we should be com* 
pell^ to r^ard it as a feeble device of the ancients, a subtle 
contrivance by which to protract in faint reflection the de¬ 
clining vigour of their own natural life. Those who were 
not all-absorbed in the consciousness of youth and vigour 
would hasten eagerly in pursuit of truth, and leave the grey¬ 
headed to seek warmth from the mummy of life, and the 
feeble-minded to<Tevel in unsubstantial shrews. There are 
mistaken men who traduce nature, and fiilsely give her the 
epithet of artistic; forgetting that while art is bounded on every 
side, nature, on the contrary, is everywhere vast, illimitable, 
and inexhaustible. Not only is she, as a body, of immeasur¬ 
able extent, but every component element has in itself a two¬ 
fold principle of fecundity. The universal variety of created 
forms is no less infinite than the ever-increasing productive¬ 
ness of natural life; and every point of space, countless in 
number and unbounded in duration, is filled with life. 
Yet art, not content to borrow all its variety from nature, 
would even rend her asunder and separate the inward vi¬ 
tality from the outward form. The drama and the stage 
alone actually unite art and nature; yet eveju here one isolated 
feature i8,forcibly severed from her overflowing abundance ; 
and although nature is necessarily presented to our view 
under two aspects which in other arts are usually divided,—as, 
for instance, a certain fixed and regular form combined with 
the varying features of actual life,—still this union is highly 
defective, arid we feel the elements of which it is composed 
to be incongruous and imperfect. The representative portion 
of this plastic music is peculiarly incomplete. The ancients, 
by their ideal masks, sacrificed the life and illusion of beauty 
and truth : the moderns, on the contraiy, sacrifice all beauty 
and truth, both of life and of the illusion. Let us compare 
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with this a glance at the friendly rainbow with which the 
infinite, as it were, spans the heareaa,—•or a glimpse of spring,, 
where the full variety of life penetrates through all our 
senses into our inmost being,—or, lastly, the spectacle of a 
fearful and yet glorious conflict, wherein the abundance of 
man’s imprisoned strength foams up and overflows in resistless 
destruction. Under these several aspects the hjunan mind 
seems to embrace and comprehei^ the entire wealth exist¬ 
ence and of eternity, which, in close connexion with the im¬ 
mensity of space, streams forth from tile plenteous horn, of 
undying nature. “ The world itself is ever young ”— thus 
sings the poet of nature — “ but its transitory scenes pass 
swiftly by. Men come, men go, eager as in a race; each 
stretches forth his hand to seize die torch of Ufe.” • Fly— 
she seems in seductive accents to^xclaim to mankind,—fly 
thy paltry legislations, thy miserable art, and reverently own 
thine allegiance to the generhus and alhbounteous mother, 
whose full breast is the source of all genuine life. There is 
in the human breast a fearful unsatisfied desire to soar into 
infinity,—a feverish longing to break through the narrow 
bondage of individuality,—and man is often so utterly sub¬ 
dued by this wild longing, that his ve^ thirst for freedom 
makes him a prey to the overwhelming force of nature. 
In savage disdain he spurns the restraint of laws, and 
with loveless soul pollutes the glorious excellence of his 
being. Never were there any people more distinguished by 
their keen enjoyment of natural pleasures, or their excess in 
every intellectual afid mental indulgence, than the Romans; 
never were any people more mighty in strength, more law¬ 
less, intemperate, and cruel than that nation — from the time 
when Brutus first ‘stained his noble name with thg guilt of 
assassination, to \he period of Nfiro’s darker crimes. Their 
capacity for enjoyment and means of suppling it were so 
boundless, that the profusion and luxury of a’Roman life 
surpass the limits of our imagination. Even the enormity 
of their crimes excites a feeling of wonder, and indignation 
is almost absorbed in astonishmenEat the indomitable will, 
the unfettered independence, which could dare their perpetra¬ 
tion. The history and results of such moral excesses are, 
however, inscribed in characters of flame on every page of 

* Lucretius, ii. -75. *• 
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their annals, and seem handed down as warnings ibr all 
coming generations. All that the earth could furnish was 
insufficient to appease their insatiable desires, till even Roman 
vigour proved unable to withstand the constant influence of 
revelry and tumult, and, enervated and debased, they sank 
at length into total extinction. 

Love is |,he spiritual bliss of the unfettered soul, and man 
is its priraar;^ object; for no interchange of feeling can 
take place in one heart alone, so love cannot exist without 
return. It is, indeed, no vain delusion to encircle the cre¬ 
ation with love, and thus to make it one with nature. Human 
instinct desires an overflow of goodness, wisdom, and abund¬ 
ance, while reason is ever conscious of a blank, a void, ex¬ 
tending beyond the limits of knowledge. It is by that over¬ 
flowing goodness that the chasm is to be filled up; the image 
of a loftier Being is thus presented to the mind, and we feel 
attracted towards the Deity, as the highest symbol of un¬ 
changing and imperishable beauty.* Still, even in s]>iritual 
love, an excess of indulgence is injurious and enervating; 
faith or belief is the highest luxury of the soul; and the attain¬ 
ment of belief is a meet guerdon for the toil of investigation 
and inquiry; if enjoyed without previous labour and research, 

♦ It is in that light alone, as the liighest symbol of eternal bcaut\, 
that the inspired genius of the ancients could aspire to conjirchfiul the 
being of the Divinity ; and the predominating aspect under whiel* it is 
presented to us in antiquity, is in accordance with their ideas of that 
supreme beauty, wliich they regarded as His proper c.ssence. Here we 
sec clearly the ditference between ideal inspiration, the spontaneous 
effort of reasAin, and that knowledge of the Divine Ikdng, and of Plis 
relation to mankind, which m’o owe to the more g^rious light of Kevela- 
tion. ITig adoration, kindled merely by the contemplation of inclKible 
beauty, is rather an aitistic fecfing of delight and wonder than pure 
genuine love. The peifcction of the Divine Being may, indeed, if held 
as symbolic of the loftiest beauty, attard a criterion whereby lo estimate 
the value of every infciior object of aflection, yet without in.spiiing us 
with the hope or assurance of meeting any reciprocal love from tlie Deity. 
Indeed, the love of God, extended to his creatures, must, considered in 
this light, appear to be a uiin delusion of the imagination. Reason, 
though it may fill tlie empty space of idle thought with the reflection of 
its own individuality, is dead to the living impulses of undying love, and 
no less so to the glorious idea of love divine embracing all humanity. 
That idea of quenchless immortality, the liglit of Revelation alone could 
impart^Hir give the human soul power to acknowledge. 
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it may almost be said, like every other ill-rc^lated indul'* 
gence, to bring its own punishment. To seek in every thing 
around us the reflection of our own peculiar temperament, 
the image of our own vain intellect and reason, is a paltry 
error, the vice of vulgar minds, which, though endowed with 
a certain flow of language, imagination, and ideas, have little 
acute susceptibility or creative depth of soul. Such natures 
will also, in othe rordinai’y relations of life, cqpfOund the at¬ 
tributes of art with those of lov#; yet that idea is desecration 
to the free spirit-feeling of the soul, 'vy^iich, as it admits not 
of being feigned, so its name cannot be justly applied to any 
premeditated art., Another form of spiritual lover, in the 
mistaken hope of some incalculable advantage, annihilates 
his individuality with unquestioning resignation; forget¬ 
ting, poor man! that, with substantiality, he tears the 
very principle of love out of his bosom. Love is the in¬ 
terchanged bliss of noble natures, and possesses in itself a 
quenchless spring of perfect and unbounded happiness. All 
mere earthly enjoyments are poor and unsatisfactory: the 
highest and purest too quickly vanish and depart, leaving the 
thorn of regret and longing more deeply implanted in the 
breast! We are mocked i'or a moment with the delusive 
semblance of life, but the form we clasp soon stiflens into a 
corpse; in vain we stretch forth our longing arms into the 
immensity of nature, — she is ever mute, incomprehensible, 
unsympatliising, and unconsoling. Tiie highest bliss of the 
huiuau soul is love,—the noblest love is the attachment to 
our fatherland. I* speak not now of that powerful instinct 
which burned in the breasts of Roman heroes and patriots. 
Rcgulus, who, with eyes cast down, tore himself from his 
kindred, quitted Rome, and hurried, a noble fugitive, to the 
country of his’enomies; — Deeius, who, devoting*himself to 
the infernal gods, invoked their vengeance upon his head, 
and rushed into the arms of death, seem to us rather demi¬ 
gods than men. But, compared with the heavenly, joyous 
.simplicity of BuKs and Sperthias*, with the glowing cheer¬ 
fulness of Leonidas, they are but barbarians; they fulfil the 
law, but it is without love. Patriotism was not the incite 
ment of those who died at Thermopylm, — they fell for the 
laws, or to fulfil their vows. To die thus was the summit of 

• Hcrodot. Erat., cap. 132—137. ,, 
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^eir ambition. In that pure system of government which 
aims at reaching perfection by binding all its free members 
in one general union, there is a communion of love, a mutual 
interchange of bliss for all. It was the loss of this which 
the unhappy Lacedemonian, who had forfeited his honour, 
and was condemned by the la;wB of his country to perpetual 
ignominy, could not survive. This divided the Dorians from 
the Romans,' by a thousand glorious degrees; this gave to 
the life of Brasidas so bright'a glow of equanimity and peace. 
The Romans, on the contrary, emulated the lofty independ- 
enoe of the Attic character, and in outward strength and 
self-command th^ far surpassed both Dorians and Athenians: 
the mighty struggle with themselves was earned on with 
fierce, relentless energy, and their inmost souls were raised 
to an unnatural and even bombastic degree of elevation; 
they seem the very athletse of virtue. The inhabitants 
of Crete and Thebes luxuriated in the refined sentiments of 
patriotism and human friendship, and the indulgence of these 
fascinating emotions appeared to be the sole object of the 
state; till at length the people became so deeply degraded, 
that they devoted themselves to those external charms, 
which are in truth but the veil of the beautiful, and thus 
transgressed their duty towards nature. Sensitiveness of soul 
is, it must be confessed, the most glorious, yet dangerous 
gift of heaven. Imagine a character, in which the suscepti¬ 
bility* of the mind is very trifling, but the sensitiveness of 
soul so boundless that the slightest emotion thrills through 
every nerve of the spiritual being; united, besides, with a 
determination of the will so powerful, that it divides with the 
soul the entire guidance of the moral feelings. The life of 
any creature thus constituted would be a Current of perpe- 
tu^ agitation, constantly fluctuating, like' the storm-tost 
wav^ between earth and heaven, — now rising as if to scale 
the eternal stars, then sinking into the most fearful abysses 
of the ocean. To such beings the urn of destiny assigns the 
loftiest or the most degrading fate; close as is their inward 
union, they are, nevertheless, entirely divided, and even in 
their overflow of harmony, shattered and broken into count¬ 
less fragments. Such may have been the temperament of 

* Reizbarkeit, Sensitiveness ; Empfaugliahkeit, Susceptibility. These 
terms ar««applied by Schlegel, the former to the soul, the latter to the 
mind* 
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Sappho; and this consideration would a^rd a clew to the 
numerous contradictory ideas entertained of that glorious 
genius, so essentially and intrinsically Greek. We also may 
say Still burns the passion that inspired the .dOoUan taasa, 
~ still breathes the love her lyre’s low chords betray.” One 
of her songs, and some fragments of her verse, deserve to be 
numbered among the choicest treasures, flung by the ship¬ 
wreck of a former world upon the stream of t^me, and borne 
down upon its bosom to the ^res of the present. Their 
lofty tenderness seems, as it were, the oflspring of a deep 
and cureless melanchc^y. Countless songs of a similar cha¬ 
racter have since won fame and applause, but all semn flseble 
and common-place compared with hers, and, like troubled 
earthly fires, grow pale in the stainless rays of the immortal 
sun. 

Love is in itself poor and needy; all its wealth and ful¬ 
ness are derived from the rich gifts of nature. Nature, on 
the contrary, is in herself only the prolific source of animal 
life ; ail harmonies in her or pertaining to her — all. her in¬ 
ternal unity— she owes to love. Both these infinite faculties 
meet, and form a new and perfect system in the glorious 
sphere of art; combining, as in the •crown and summit of 
existence, the fiat of destiny and ,the freedom of the human 
will; not piercing and rending asunder the hidden emotions 
of the soul, but tenderly soothing and appeasing every painful 
struggle. From nature tlie intellect derives richness, com¬ 
prehensiveness, and living energy; love gives it an in¬ 
ward depth and 'harmonious unity, meet for the soul of 
that rich life, while art frames harmonious regulations, and 
points out the laws of the beautiful. The intellectual sense, 
and the soul’s iitner life, are combined in lofty perfection by 
the union of these three faculties. Singly they will pro¬ 
duce only susceptibility *, sensitivenessf, or strength of^udg- 
ment. 'The deep inspiration of love, and the lavish luxu¬ 
riance of nature, mutually blended, and subjected to the 
immutable laws of art, are presented to us in the tragedies 
of Sophocles. Here the problepi of human existence is 
solved, and the mind of man reposes in tranquil equanimity. 

In fact, strictly to observe these delicate limits, and to pre¬ 
serve these contending faculties, in perfect equipoise, would 

* Empfiiuglichkeit. t Reizbarkeit^ 
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be to attain that just proportion which (according to the 
Baying of the oracle^) is the summit of the art of life. But 
this can be attained only by completeness or perfection, and 
perfection is one of those holy things which man may never 
reach below. It is true that some struggle, even now, to ob* 
tain the glorious palm of vicipry; but we see too frequently 
that the most inflexible will, the most determined energy, the 
most subtle Wt, serve but to produce distortions more pain¬ 
ful and convulsive. How, ihdeed, can an entire and perfect 
fabric be produced from so many varieties' P X^t him who is 
absorbed in the struggle for divine perfection pause not, but 
wage continual warfare with all obstacles that cross his path- 
By such means a return to original perfection is never im 
possible, even though unity is«;Still unestablished in the hu¬ 
man breast; and though a miserable and deluded world may 
have struggled on through centuries of darkness and of guilt. 
Then, when the abundance of knowledge and of love, like 
some new-found power, shall start suddenly and incompre¬ 
hensibly into existence, and the first thrill of delight be passed, 
man will doubt to whom he should pay his debt of gratitude. 
He would not dare to appropriate to himself what his most 
passionate exertions have failed to effect, but of which the 
outward motives appear perhaps so clear; he cannot attri¬ 
bute to any extraneous influence that of which he is so inti¬ 
mately conscious as his own peculiar possession. He has 
gained a new {>ortion of his unknown self: he thanks the 
unknown god! The new-found harmony is not gained by 
his deserts, but is his ovrn act* 

* The Delphic oracle — “ &ytuf ”— " nc quid nimis ; ” " not 

too much of anytliiug.” 



THE INDIAN LANGUAGE, LITERATURE, AND 

PHILOSOPHY. 


PRETACB. ; 

% I 

The anticipations ^ antiquaries in regard io Indian ,^te^ 
ture and monuments have Become very highly raised, parti* 
eularly since the prolific researches of Wilkins and Sir W. 
Jones disclosed so many important facts concerning the 
hitherto obscure history of the primitive world; while the 
appearance of the Sacontala gives all lovers of poetry just 
reason to hope that many similar and equally beautiful spe¬ 
cimens of Asiatic genius, like that, the offspring of loveliness 
and love, will ere long be presented to us. 

I venture, then, to look with confidence for the sympathy 
of the public in the subject of my pi*esent work, the fruit of 
studies which, since the year 1803, have been devoted to the 
Sanscrit language, and Indian literature and antiquity. For 
whatever information I possess, I am indebted to the friend¬ 
ship of Mr. Alexander Hamilton, a member of the Britislr 
Society of Calcutta, and at present professor of the Persian 
and Indian dialects in London, who favoured me with personal 
instruction during the spring of 1803-1804, What further 
assistance I^ required in the prosecution of my labours, I 
obtained througli the kindn'ess of M. de Langtes, keeper of 
the Oriental MSS. of the Imperial Library, and whose 
numerous and valuable works have made his name familiar 
to the public. This gentleman gave me free access to all 
the ti'easures oT the public library, besides placing his own 
at my disposal, which is equally valuable, on account of the 
richness of its contents, and the good taste and systematic 
order of its arrangement. 

Besides the personal instructions referred to, I was greatly 
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asdsted in acquiring the Indian language by a MS. in the 
Imperial Library, at Paris, (No. 183. of the printed Cata- 
lo|^e,) written by a Missionary, whose name is not men¬ 
tioned. It contains, first, a short Grammar of the Sanscrit 
language, after the Mugdhabddha * of Ydpad^ya; secondly, 
the Amaraooshaf, a practical voc^ulary by Amarasinha, 
with a Latin interpretation; and, thirdly, a vocabulary of the 
Boots Kovikolpodnima, that is, the Poet-treasure-tree. All 
are very legibly written, the Jndian in the Bengalese cha¬ 
racter, — and in some^ few instances, where the original 
cannot be rendered by any Latin words, the French and 
Portuguese languages have been employed. Judging from 
the vocabulary of roots, a copy of which Mr. Alexander 
Hamilton had the goodness to revise for me and point out 
the errors, there are very few mistakes or oversights, 
although in the first edition of so comprehensive a work it 
is scarcely possible to avoid them entirely. 

It had been my ibtention to publish an Indian “ Chresto- 
mathie,” in the original character and in Latin, which should 
contain, besides the elementary principles of the language, a 
selection of extracts from the most important Indian works, 
with a Latin translation, notes, and a glossary. Every thing 
was prepared for this publication; and besides the grammar 
and the two vocabularies, I had also copied in the originid 
diameter and prepared for insertion, a more than sufiicient 
number of such pieces. Besides the various extracts in the 
appendix, selected from the Bhagavatgim, Bam4yana, and 
Menfi’s Book of Laws, I also possess a copy of the first Act 
of the Sacontala of Calidas, transcribed in a very delicate 
Bengalese character, with notes, in which the Peacrit of the 
text is translated into Sanscrit, and a portion of the Hito- 
padesa, or airicable instruction it, a work which is of high im¬ 
portance to the beginner. The Paris edition, however, is 
not very correct, and often varies considerably from that 

employed by Wilkins for his translation. The edition printed 

0 

* Mugdbabodha. or the Beauty of Knowledge/* written by Gaswamk 
named Vopadeva, and comprehending in 200 short pages all that the 
learner of the language can have occasion to know. • — Sir fViUiam 
W6rk$. vol. L 

f Goshas or dictionaries^ 

Lately translated by the Sanscrit professor at Haylebury College, 
Hertford. — ffVottt. 
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at Calcutta I have not seen. I endeavoured^ by carefolfy 
copying the finest MSS. both in the D^vanigari • and Ben¬ 
galese character, to attain such perfection as would enable 
me to furnish in writing very go^ models for the use of the 
type-cutter. But I found, notwithstanding that the pre¬ 
paration of the types would require far more efficient assist¬ 
ance than it was in my powef to procure. The sacrifice of 
personal predilections for the sake of any partioular scientific 
object brings its reward with*it} but it is^^exatioua to be 
compelled to pause midway in attaining the desired goal, from 
the want of extraneous assistance. 

I must, therefore, be content in my present experiments to 
restrict myself to the furnishing of an additional proof of the 
fertility of Indian literature, and the rich hidden treasures 
which will reward our diligent study of it; to kindle in 
Germany a love for, or at the least a prepossession in fav(mr 
of that study; and to lay a firm foundation, on which our 
structure may at some future period beTais^ with greater 
security and certainty. 

The study of Indian literature requires to be embraced by 
such students and patrons as in the fifteenth and sixteenth 
centuries suddenly kindled in Italy.and Germany an ardent 
appreciation of the beauty of classical learning, and in so 
short a time invested it with such prevailing importance, 
that the form of all wisdom and science, and almost of the 
world itself, was changed and renovated by the influence of 
that re-awakened knowledge. I w^ture to predict that the 
Indian study, if •embraced with equal energy, will prove no 
less grand and universal in its operation, and have no less 
influence on the sphere of European intelligence. And where¬ 
fore should it be otherwise ? The period of the Medici, so 
illustrious i» science and t^ie arts, was warjjke, restless, 
and even destructive to the country of Italy; yet the efforts 
of a few individuals accomplished so much because their zeal 
was genuine, and in the immeasurable grandeur of the 
public institutions, and the noble ambition of certain sove- 

* The polished <.nd elegant Hindd'character for writing; the Indian 
characters are called N^gari, from Nagari a city, with the word Deva 
sometimes prefixed, because they are believed to have been taught by the 
I^vinity himselfi who prescribed the artificial order of than in a vmoe 
from heaven. ~-5tr WilUam Jones’s WorJu, vol. i. 
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T^gns, met with that support and encouragement which are 
requisite fbr the success of such a study in its earliest com¬ 
mencement 

I shall here enumerate those German writers who have 
devoted their talents to the cultivation of Indian literature. 

The first with whom I am acquainted is Heinrich Noth, 
who in the year 1664 studied the Sanscrit, in order that “ he 
might be capable of disputing with the Brahmins.” Tiie 
Jesuit Hanxledcn, who visited India in the year 1699, and 
for more than thirty years (his death happened in 1793) 
laboured in the Malabar mission, gained great renown in 
that department; he produced many works in prose and 
verse in the old Indian (the Gronthon), and the common 
language;, (the Malabar), besides compiling dictionaries and 
grammars. The vestiges of many valuably, works of his are 
still to be found in Borne. Paulinus St. Bartholomew, 
well known by many learned writings on Indian antiquity, 
frequently refers to the works and manuscript remains of 
llanxleden. 

Captain Wilford, in the English service, but a German by 
birth, is well known by his treatises, published in the collec¬ 
tion of the British Society of Calcutta. 

1 may also remark that my elder brother, Charles Augus¬ 
tus von Sclilegel, who died at Madras on the 9th of Sep¬ 
tember, 1789, having in the latter years of his life made 
many journeys into the country, and had much intercourse 
with the natives, had commenced a study of the country, the 
literature and genius of the Indian people, which was pre¬ 
maturely terminated by his early deatlu 


BOOK I. 

Chap. L — On the IsiffiAN Language qenerallv. 

The old Indian language, Sanscrit, that is, the formed or 
perfect, and Gronthon, the dialect employed in writing and 
literature, has the greatest affinity with the Greek and 
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Latin, as well as the Persian and German languages. This 
resemblance or affinity does not exist only in the numerous 
roots, which it has in common with both those nations, but 
extends also to the grammar and internal structure; nor 
is such resemblance a casual circumstance easily accounted 
for by the intermixture of ^le languages ; it is an essential 
element clearly indicating community of origin. It is fur¬ 
ther proved by comparison, that the ln4iah is the most 
ancient, and the source from Wbecce others of later origin are 
derived. • 

The affinity of the Indian language with the Armenian, the 
Sclavoninn, and the Cfdtic, is, on the contrary, very unimpor¬ 
tant, in comparison with the striking uniformity of other lan¬ 
guages supposed to be derived from that stock. StHl that con¬ 
nexion, trifling «s it is, must not be completely overlooked, 
since in classifying these languages we discover many points 
of resemblance in the construction of some of the gramma¬ 
tical forms which cannot be numbered among the casualties 
to which every language is exposed, but rather appertain to 
its internal structure and organisation. 

Indian roots may be found in the Coptic, and in many 
dialects belonging to the Hebrew language; still these may 
have been merely the result of intermixture, and do not 
prove any original connexion. The grammars of that lan¬ 
guage and of the Basque ai’e fundamentally different from 
the Indian. 

Tliere is no relationship bef^een the Indian branch and 
the great undefined variety of the northern and southern 
Asiatic .and the American languages. The grammatical con¬ 
struction of those dialects differs essentially from the Indiuu; 
and although n similarity of construction is apparent in some 
])articular points, the rootai are throughout m entirely dif¬ 
ferent, that it seems impossible to refer both to the same 
source. 

I'he great importance of the comparative study of lan¬ 
guage, in elutidating the historical origin and progress of 
nations, and their early migration and wanderings, will af¬ 
ford a rich subject for investigation in the sequel. It must 
be our care, in this first book, to establish the truth of the 
opinions just asserted, by the simple but lucid results of 
sorupuious investigation. 
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* Chap. II. — On the Appinttt op the Roots. 

A FEW examples will be sufficient to prove distinctly that 
the general resemblance of languages cannot always be 
founded upon etymological rules, many of which were in¬ 
vented before the true source had been discovered; but 
should rather“ be sought in such simple matters of fact as 
will become apparent upon th^ most cursory investigation. 

No change or transposition of the letters in the ortho¬ 
graphy can be allowed, but an entire similarity in the pri¬ 
mitive words will alone be admitted as the test of their 
origin. Certainly, if we are to be guided by reference to 
history alone, “ giorno” (day) ought necessarily to be derived 
from “ dies” (Latin) ; and since the p, in Latin, so frequently 
becomes h, in Spanish, while p, in the Latin, is changed 
into F, in the German, and c not unfrequently becomes h, 
we may venture, by means of this analogy, to trace other 
circumstances, not perhaps so strikingly apparent, still, as 
has been already observed, the general or particular analogy 
ought to bo confirmed by historical facts. Nothing must be 
invented according to pre-conceived theoretical principles ; 
but the uniformity of the whole should be so great and 
striking that all minor difierences may easily be overlooked. 

I shSl next mention a few Indian words which are iden¬ 
tical with the German. Shrityoti, er schreiiet [he strides], 
vindoti, er Jindet [he finds], schliszyoti, er umfchlieszet 
[he embraces], onto, das ende [the end], monuschyo, der 
mensch [the man], shoosa, shoostri, die schwester [the sister], 
rotho, das rad [the wheel], bhruvo, die hrauen der augen 
[the brown of the eye], torsho, der durst [thirst], tandovon, 
der tanz [the dance], ondani, Gie eneen [the ducks], noko, 
der nagel [the nail], sthiro, stier [immoveable], oshonon, 
das essen [eating], &c. &c. 

Other roots correspond rather with the form of the word 
as seen in the congenial dialect: yuyon, in English, you; 
shoopno, der schlaf, Icelandic, sveffn [sleep]; lokote [he 
stands], in the old German, higen; upo, a«/’[up], agrees with 
the lower German; so also, vetsi, vetti, du weiszt, er weuz 
[thou knowest, be knows], allied also'with the Latin videt, 
though in a somewhat different signification. The lower 
* German is generally of importance in regard to the etymo- 
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log^, the old form being often exactly retained. Ro^ho and 
rakskoao may be the ancient reoke [giant]. 

I have here mentioned only a few pecnliar German roots, 
in order by those examples to meet any objections that may 
be raised; not such roots as the Latin language has, in com« 
mon with other derived branches; as noso, die na$e, the 
nose ; mishroti, er mischt^ he mixes; namo, der noAme, the 
name; or particularly with the. Persian, aa die thut 
[the door], P. dur; bondhotiy dtu hand, [the band], P. bund f 
ffkormo [warm], P. gurm ; gauh, die kuh [the cow], P. 
g&oi), I omit the epithets of vater, father ; mtdter, mother ; 
bruder, brother; and t<tchter^ daughter; in the Indian pitOf 
mata, bhrata, duhita, of which I remark only that th^ all 
take an r in the accusative, and a few other cases, /ntoron, 
the father, &c. &c. Other remarkable facts connected with 
these common words will be noticed hereafter. 

I shall select from the Greek language such examples 
only as are either simple fundamental roots or parts, or will 
serve to demonstrate the resemblance between the two 
languages. Osmi, osi^ osti [1 am, thou art, he is], fully 
agrees with the Greek esmi, easi, eati, if in the first in¬ 
stance we take Gr. eimi and eis foi* the older form. The o 
is not emphatic; it is the short vowel, and, unless it be an 
ini^al letter, is never even written. In the grammatical 
system it is expressed by a short a; but in the existing lan¬ 
guage indicated by a short o, and in some few words pro¬ 
nounced as e short. One single example may suffice to pro¬ 
duce the resemblance. Dodami, dodasi, dodati [I go, thou 
goest, he goes] exactly resembling Gr. didomi, &c. The 
long a rather resembles that in the Latin das, dat. Ma is an 
Indian negatioh, answering to the Greek’ me. The short 
vowel o is prefixed to words^n the same signiflfbation as the 
Gr. n, privativum. Dur is prefixed in the same intention as 
the Greek dus; in the Persian dusk, as dtishmun [the evil- 
minded, the fiend], in the Indian durmonoh. 

The Indian'language resembles the Greek, Latin, and 
German, not only in its po^r of varying the original 
meaning of the verbs by particles prefixed; but in the par¬ 
ticles employed with that intention, nearly all of which 
may be found again in the languages referred to. The 
following words are common both to the Gre^ and the 
Indian : son, sufficiently resembling the Greek sum ; poti is^ 
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jpoft", tW old Gr. for pros ; onu signifies after, as Gr. ana. 
Pro is found witli'*the same meaning both in Liatin and 
Gre^ V— a has the signification of the Latin ad, and the 
Get^an an: the negative particle no agrees with the Latin 
and German; upo is the German a^ [“P]» m the lower 
dialect; ut, the German aus [out], in the same. 

All those Tjrhb have employed themselves in the study of 
languages musfbe aware of the numerous coincidences to be 
traced even in the most sinipie and fundamental parts of 
speech. I therefore 'pass over without hesitation many 
words in which the affinity is marked by a similarity in the 
primitive roots alone, without any other circumstance worthy 
of notice; as osihi, Gr. osteon [bone] ; prothomo, Gr. protos 
the first]; etoron, Gr. heteron [another, a second] ; udokon 
'water], Gr. hudor ; drtih and drumoh [the tree], Gr. drus ; 
lahho [the taking, receiving], lobhote [he takes], synonymous 
with Gr. labo, larnbanb piyotc [he drinks], Gh. piei; sev- 

? ote [he honour|^*and is honoured], Gr. sehein, 8cc.; masoh 
the month], Qe.meis; chonro [the moon], called also chon- 
drotnah, where the last syllable is indeed the root, derived 
from masoh, and also from the Persian mah; as also the 
German mond [moon], in lower German, niahn. 

From the Latin language, in which the number of Indian 
roots is perhaps greater than in either of the others, 1 shall 
cite but a few examples, those only in which the resemblance is 
most singular. Vohoti, L, vehit; vomoti, L. vomit; vorhUe, L. 
vertitur; svonoh, L. sonus; nidhih, L. nidus; sorpoft, L. ser¬ 
pens; navyon, L. navis; danon, L. donum; dinon, L. dies [the 
day] ; vidhova, L. vidua; podon, L. pes, pedis; asyoti, L. os 
[face];ya«*>o»oA, 1.. juvenis; modhyoh, Jj.medius; yugon,\i. 
jugum, from yunktc,lu, jungit, w,nOijuriijitUT, a widely extended 
root, which in its derived sigbification holds an important 
place in the philosophical terminology of the Indians. Further, 
I shall mention rosoh [the juice], L. ros ; virnh, L. vir [the 
liero] ; dontah, L. dentes, Persian dv.ndan [the teeth] ; sorolt, 
L. series; keshoh'^iha hair], found again in Chsa-ries, whence 
CcEsar, as well as crinitus, «nay be more correctly derived, 
than from the ordinary root; ognih [the fire], L, ignis; 
pptih [the possessor, or somiithing possessing, and therefore 
mighty], seems to be as much employed in the formation of 
compoumjfwords as tlie Latin potens. I pass over many 
words, the derivation of which may be traced by the sound 
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alone; as shushvoti, L. sugit ; mormbrohy L. mutmur 'f'tumu- 
loA, L. tumultus ;.-as well as numerous others, the affinity of 
which would not probably appear doubtful if earefully in¬ 
vestigated, but which are not so immediately striking Is 
the preceding. ' . . *' 

Indian words, found also in l^e Persian language ai^ iki- 
confcH’mity with the peculiar .character of utat language, 
moat arbitrarily abbreviated, and very rarely retabSed without 
mutilation, as ryo [^brilliancy, •shining], into P. roshSn. 
The termination is frequently retrenched,. and dissyllables 
become throughout monosyllables; as in apoh [water], P. Ab; 
ospoh [the horse], P. a,sp ; bhishmoh, or hhimoh [terror], P. 
beem; shiroh [the head], P. sir; shakhoh [a branch], P. 
skakh; kamoh [desire], P. ham. Frequently even impor¬ 
tant syllables are curtailed, as, P. pa [the foot], from podU), or 
pado; P. pur [full], from purnon ; P. tun [the body], from 
tonuh, or tontih; P. deh [ten], from P. seeah 

[black], from shyamoh. The monosyllable P. pak [pure], 
comes from the trisyllable pavokoh [the purifier], also an 
epithet of fire. We should hardly recognise mitroh [the 
friend], also an epithet of the sun, in F. mtfr, unless the 
Mythras of the ancients, and the general analogy in many 
other similar cases, came to our assistance. If we compare 
other examples, it may yet further lead us to the conclusion, 
that from P. dim [the breath], comes the Indian atmoh [the 
spirit], &c., which is still preserved in Gr. atme and German 
athem [breath]. It will greatly facilitate our inquiries into 
I’ersian derivation rf we consider the new and frequently ab¬ 
breviated form which the ancient Sanscrit takes in the Pracrit 
and Hindostanee dialect. 

The Persian language itself presents a striking example of 
the result of so strong a propensity to abbreviationf, extend¬ 
ing even to the roots and primitive syllables. It approaches 
tlie onomatopoetic and usually leads the genius of the Ian. 
guage back to that point. Among all the languages which 
stand in an equal degree of affinity to the Indian, none clings 
so fondly to the derivation by souiyl, or has so many words 
sportively playing as it were with sound, as the Peiiian. 

* Onomatopoetic, from tiie Greek word onomatopoieio^ to invent 
words, more especially words imitative of the sense. Donnegan's Lexicon^ 
Words imitative of the sense by the sound, ns ** crash,** ^ crack,« /'hist,** 

hush/* the booming of cannon, 8cc _ Trans, 

F F 
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The Indian words in the Ijatin, Greek, and German lan> 
goages suffer far less change than the Persian. Yet here 
also a close comparison frequently proves the Indian form to 
he the oldest. The German Roth [red], is easily derived from 
RS^toh, or rohitoh; G'i schleim [slime], from schleahmo ; and 
Gk viel [much], from* vokukm ; since in words, as well as in 
money, the stamp of the coinage may become obliterated 
by consta£t use and circulation, although it cannot easily be 
altered. 

The distinct forms of the derived languages often appear 
to meet in the Indian words, as in their common root. From 
putroh (to which the Celtic potr is most clearly allied), L. 
puer may as easily be derived as P. piswr ; schweisz [sweat], 
in the lower German dialect, may as easily be derived from 
svedoh as the Latin sudor; in noroh, the Persian nur, and 
the Greek an’~r, appear to meet; in trasoh [trembling and 
fear], the Gi'eek tree, the Latin tremo, and the Persian 
turseeddn; samudron [the sea], unites the German meer 
[sea], and the Greek hudor [water]. The German A’ni'e 
[knee], would scarcely seem to be derived from yan«, unless 
the Gr. gonu and L. genu marked the transition. 

Still more importance may perhaps be attached to the 
'Circumstance, that some few words, which cannot be traced 
back to any root in the modern language, are easily derived 
from the Indian, and their compound form explained by 
reference to that language. Prandium, for example, may 
unquestionably be deriv^ from the Indian prahnoh [the 
forenoon], wbuch is compounded of the particle pro and okoh 
[the day], in the fifth and sixth case ohnoh ; monile in the 
same manner is derived from moni [diamond] ; sponte, in tho 
ablative, agrees in signification with svante, but svanton is 
compounded of the particle «rro and oton, ^uod Jinem suum 
in se habet” 

The remarkable agreement frequently seen, even in a 
certain declension, is very striking. Ayonton, fur example, 
and L. euntem, from yati [he goes], ako eti [it]; or as it 
appears in the compoundeWords, as toarstAtto[tbedoorkeeper], 
ontortvdri [the inner door]. 

It seems well worthy of notice, that many names of heathen 
divinities, both Latin and Greek, which cannot be referred to 
any root in their own language, may be traced back to an 
Indian* origin; and although too much importance has been 
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attached to such general similarities, their existence is at 
least worth mentioning. This point, however, seems to 
belong to a different sphere of inquiry, and must be dis¬ 
missed with cursory notice, as my observations are now con¬ 
fined to such striking points as are toq palpably evident to 
require much research or comparison. It is a singular fact, 
that the name of the city of Rome even is of Indmn extrac¬ 
tion. The Greek Rome^ it is true, presents itKeH; but it is 
an almost isolated example, and lit'ile doubt can be entertained 
as to the language to which the word'originally belonged, 
when we reflect how widely the root romo, romoti, whence 
come roti, ramo, &c. &c., is diffused in the Indian language. 
These words all imply joy in the abstract, and especially 
the rejoicing of a conqueror or hero, and in the old poem 
“ Rama,” are frequently repeated in beautiful accordance 
with, and allusion to, the name of the hero celebrated. 

The same Indian word frequently assimilates in one inver¬ 
sion with one of the connected languages, and in another 
inversion with a different language. Chindonti, for example, 
is almost exactly the same as L. scinduni; but the infinitive 
chettun is more like the German scheiden; tonu resembles 
L. tenuis rather than G.diinn [thin, or rather transparent]; the 
verb tonoti (the meaning of which comprises both tonu and 
diinu), agrees better with the German dehnte [to extend], 
than with the Latin extendit. Separated members of both 
derived languages are found united in the Indian, as in their 
general root; ut, used for aus [out], in the lower German 
dialect has been already mentioned; thence come the regu¬ 
larly formed comparative uttoron, the German auszertt 
[outer], the regular superlative uttomon, the Latin ultimum, 
but in signilicatidh resembling summum [extreme]. All 
the Latin, Persian, and German*of the family of mors, mor- 
talis, murd, moordun, morden, mord, [murder], find their 
general regular root in the Indian mri, whence come mrit~ 
yuh, morttyah, moronon, &c. The same observation applies 
to another family'of words, stehen and stand [to stand], 
widely extended throughout each ef those four languages, 
the Latin, Greek, Persian, and German; tisthoti, er steht 

t he stands], agrees most completely with the Greek; sthanon 
the placeJ, with the Persian sitan; stidro [immoveable] the 
German ; has already been mentioned ;ya»om4 J^.^igno, 

F F 2 
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Gr. pennad, is also a very fertile root. They are, however, 
loo numerous to be all mentioned. 

1 shall select a few of the most remarkable words signi* 
fying mind, thought, science, as affording particularly clear 
evidence of their common In^an descent. Monoh monoson, 
in the Latin mens, Ihe verb monyote [he thinks] is found 
in the German meinet, Motih is the Greek metis. An¬ 
other form, elosely connected with this and with the Gier- 
man muth [spirit, courage^, is found in amodoh [pleasure], 
aumutk; the a in the Indian amddo [which probably is also 
allied with the Persian omed [hope]) is used merely as a 
prefi:z; from the same root we shall then have unmadoh; 
M’H being the regular form adopted for the sake of euphony, 
instead of ut; unmadoh [desperate, furious], literally the 
same as exmens, may have been contracted into the En¬ 
glish mad. Atmoh, which signifies ipse and spiritus, has 
already been noticed in the Greek and German, atme 
;and athem [breath]. So likewise the root vedo, whence 
comes vetti, the German wissen [to know]. The Latin 
video is somewhat different in signification, but more closely 
resembling the Indian in form. The prolific root ina, signi¬ 
fying knowledge, science, and understanding, gives us the 
Persian shuneedun, shunoodun, shinakhtun. The root 
dhi signifies deep thought and reflection, whence cdmes 
dhiyote, in the Gherman dichtet [to compose], which in its 
original signification expresses to meditate, or also to write 
poetry; dhyayo, dhyayoti, &c., arc allied with the German 
dachte [he thinks]. Ihe Latin Vox may have been derived 
from vocho, or from vakyon; both forms are in use. The root 
re signifies speech or language, rede in Grerman. Ganon 
becomes in Latin cantus, from the root gi, giyote [he sings]; 
in the PSVsian khondan [tossing and read].* 

The Indian pronouns generally coincide with the Latin. 

■ Certainly tvon [thou] is common to all the derived lan¬ 
guages ; vhon [I] is, on the contrary, traced only in the 
Celtic on ; the dative moya [to me] is nearest to the Greek 
moi; the me, which is /ised instead of man [me], and also 
in the fourth and sixth cases, is common to both Greek and 
Latin; but the root svo (whence L. suus, -a, -um [his] are 

■ derived, ^d is often prefixed as a particle in order to express 
self-reJiiaBce, or self-confidence, has in its declension cases 
whicli are precisely similar to the Latin, as svon, L. suum. 
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svan, L. sttaniy &c. &c. The pronoun eschoh, eaohahy eiot is, 
indeed, the common root of is, ea, id and iste, is^a, istitd, as 
in the derived cases of the two first families it generally t^es ■ 
a t; to the same root belongs iti, which sometimes corresponds 
with id, sometimes with ita. Koh (iif construction generally' 
1ms) ha, kon corresponds with Jj.gui, guSk, quod, even in a few 
of the cases derived from them, as han, L. guam, the interroga^ 
tive kirn and L. quid: the Persian AeA is of the«SG&ae family. 
The already-mentioned yuyon, on the contrary, corresponds 
with the (^rman, in the English fornv yoy; the pronoun 
soh belongs to the Hebrew, Arabic, and also to the early 
German; the accusative ton is exactly the Greek ton, 
German den; the genitive tosyo the German dessen; the 
plural te the German die; tot, in which the short vowel 
may be an a as well as an o, corresponds with the German 
das, lower German dat. As oyom, in most of the cases, 
takes an i, which is often regularly changed, into y, the Per¬ 
sian een, with which jener agrees, may be derived from 
it. Many others might also be cited, but to do so would 
lead us too deep into etymological inquiries. 

The numerals also have the same affinity. £ins, fiinf, 
hundert, and tausend, — 1, 5, 100, 1000, — eko, poncho, 
shoto, sohosro, —agree with the Persian eh, punj, sud, 
huzar. With the exception of the first, chotur, [four], in 
the Sclavonian chetyr, they are sufficiently similar to- 
our own language, even to the numeral adjectives derived 
from them; tvUiyoh, tritiyoh, correspond most distinctly with 
the German der' z'weite [the second], and der dritte [the 
third] ; soptomoh [seven], (the aspirated h at the end is fre¬ 
quently changed in the construction into s, and might thus 
form soptomos), saptoma, soptomon, most completely coincide 
with the Lati n • sepftmtM, septima, septimum; so %lso dua- 
dosho, L. duodecim. 


I have hitherto alluded only to single instances in which- 
the agreement of the 'separate words is immediately appa¬ 
rent. Should we*pursue our investigations further to the 
relationship of the roots themselvq^, we shall find that, al¬ 


though requiring to be more strictly analysed, the connexion 
is nevertheless sufficiently certain; as, for example, moho 
and maho may be traced in L. magnus, G. mdchti^ [mighty], 
P. meh ; and volo, valo, which signifies strength, are^seen in 
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L. validus; tomo [dark] in G. dammem; Idhitah [red and 
'burning] agrees witli the German lohe [fire, ardour]; 
chestote [he seeks, desires] with queesUus and F. hhwa- 
heedun. Manj others may be derived from the different 
declensions of a single root, as from goccho, goto, gomo, 
gamino ; G. gehen, going ; G. kommen ; L. caminns; 
but these investigations would swell our Treatise into a com¬ 
parative vdcaj)ulary, and render it necessary to investigate a 
great portion of each of the languages named. 

I have, for the same reason, omitted to notice many similar 
examples in which, although the meaning is slightly altered, 
tlie word itself remains unchanged, as vijon [the seed], L. 
via; guno [attribute, character, in a different kind and man¬ 
ner], P. goon [the colour]. How can it be doubted that 
G. morden [murder], and P. murdan are the same word, 
although the first has an active and the second a passive 
signification ? P. deo is unquestionably devo, in the Latin 
divua and deua; although P. deo is always used in reference 
to evil, and devo is applied only to good spirits. In mod- 
huroh, in construction modhuros, modhura, modhuron, we 
cannot fail to recognize L. maturua-a-um, although the In¬ 
dian word signifies sweet; the substantive modhu [honey] is 
the German meth [mead]. So lokoh [the world, space], L. 
loom; veathitoh [clothed], L. vestitua; mordjharo [the cat], 
the German marder [martin]. Names of animals often refer 
to very distant branches, as L. vulpis and G. wolf [wolf]; we 
should scarcely think of associating P.murgh [the bird] with 
mrigo, wild animals'generally, and especially the deer, ex¬ 
cept that the Indian root also indicates the chace or a swift 
flight and pursuit. Topo and tapo are, in Indian writings, 
so generally employed in the sense of penitence, that their 
oilginal signification, heat, is almost forgotten, although it 
is preserved in the Indian root, and even in the derived form 
tapoyittun, L. calefacere, in ilie Greek thalpein. "Very 
different words and meanings arc often associated in this 
manner, and may be most easily traced, if we know the 


intermediate links, and consider the connected languages in 
their regular combination. Thus the Persian hoo [fra- 
grancy], especially the breath of flowers, must, judging from 
P. boatan [the garden], have been derived from the Indian 
puahpo [flower], with which the German huach also claims 
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affinity; not to particularise many other instances which 
might suggest the general mode and progress of such trans¬ 
formations, and the laws by which similar changes in the 
signification of words are usually effected. 


Chap. UL — On the Obauhatical S'^ucthre. 

Although the proofs adduced in the preceding chapter of 
the affinity between the languages are striking, and in many 
instances may be consider^ well founded, still a question 
may arise as to whether they necessarily establish the pro¬ 
position that the Indian is the most ancient, and, conse¬ 
quently, the common root of all ? Might not that language 
also have arisen out of the intermixture of the others, and 
thus have become stamped with the same marks of simi¬ 
larity ? 

Not to dwell upon many facts already adduced which 
seem clearly to contradict such a supposition, I shall cite 
one further proof in evidence which completely decides the 
question, and establishes the presumed, antiquity of the Indian 
language, on a basis of the most unquestionable certainty. 
The theory which would trace the Greek roots existing in 
the Indian language to the influence of the Seleucidae in 
Bactria is scarcely more happy than that hypothesis which 
would attribute the formation of the Egyptian pyramids to 
some natural process of crystallisation* 

There is, however, one single point, the investigation of 
which ought to decide every doubt, and elucidate every 
difficulty; the structure or comparative grammar of the 
language furnishes as certain a key to their general analogy, 
as the study of comparative aiAtomy has done td*the loftiest 
branch of natural science. 

The Persian language must first be separated from the 
general circle, since the •intercourse which so long subsisted 
between that pebple and the Arabians led to tbe adoption 
among the former of the personalwu^ixa, and their grammar 
has in consequence far less afilnity with the Indian than that 
of the Germans even, to say nothing of the Latin and Greek. 
Still* if all these various points of resemblance are considered 

r r 4 
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together, tlwy will not be without a certain degree of im^ 
portanoe. 

r There is little or nothing to - be said of the declensions: 
the comparative P. tur must here be considered anal<^oti8 to 
the Greek and Indian Oaro, and the diminutive is formed 
through ^ as in the German and Indian. Manovokohy for 
example, from manovoh [thd man] ; P. dukturwkf G. d<is 
TdchteroJie» f^l^e little daughter]. The coiyugation of the 
verbs is far nrore important, /The sign of the first person is 
m, which is lost in t^e Latin, but in Indian and Greek dis* 
iinctljr pronounced mi; i onlj remains of the at in the second 
person in the Indian and Greek languages; the sign of the 
third person is t or d, plural nd, as in Latin and German; 
in the Greek the ancient form is fullj preserved, H and nti. 
The Persian participle present and active in ndeh resembles 
the German in nd, formerly nde; the participle preterite and 
passive in deh, with a vowel preceding it, agrees with the 
Latin in tua, a, um, and with the old German form in the 
Teutonic; the same may be remarked of the Indian verbali- 
bus, as kritoh. 

I must not omit to mention that the Persian terminations 
kar, war, dar, wliich, in composition with adjectives, signify 
either one who does, or performs, any thing in a certain 
manner, or any object possessed, or constructed on a fixed 
model, correspond with the Indian karo and koro, voro and 
dhoro, in the same manner as the Persian termination man 
does with the Indian particle mono. The negative Persian 
particles neh, ny, andwia, are the Indian w), ni, and ma,; the 
Persian particle be, which is prefixed in a privative signifi¬ 
cation, is the same as the Indian vi; besides these, P. andur, 
and anderoon [within], like the Indian ontor and ontoron, 
and the !^prsian pronoun h^h, already mentioned, in the 
Indian koh. 

The Persian auxiliary verb ast, Indian osti, [is] ; P. hood 
[been]|, from bhovoti [he is], in the Pracrit bhodi, in the 
pretente of the Sanscrit oh hut; P. Aurdan,G. tkun, [to do], 
Indian korttun, are common in the Persian as well as in 
the modem Indian dialecY ; a few inflections of the Indian 
root An, as kriyan, kryote, connect themselves rather with 
the Latin creare. 

It is greatly to be desired that some individual, supplied 
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vrith ftU the neoeesarymeans for pursuing such investigation^, 
would commence an inquiry into .the first origin of fije Per->. 
sian language, discover what changes it may nave undergone,, 
and whether its affinity with the Greek, and ln^an was at 
any time greater than it is at psesent. The information 
thus obtained would be far more con^usivtf and satis&ctOry 
than any collection, however *namerous, of according roots. 
It is, indeed, much to be r^retted that the ^dy of this 
beautiful language is not morp popular in Qlermany; there 
is scarcely any, not even excepting the Greek, which is more 
rich in all the requirements of poetry*; 'besides which, the^ 
affinity between tbe Persian and Germn is so great, that we 
may not unreasonably hope to discover many facts and cir-. 
cumstances that may throw new light on the obscurer povt> 
tious of tile German history. The study of the Persiair 
language should, however, be combined with that of til# 
Sclavonian. A comparison between them, and examination 
into their chief points of resemblance or dissimilarity, will 
probably throw light on many unexplained circumstances 
recorded by ancient writers concerning the wars of the Per' 
sians and Scythians. 

Besides those points in which the German grammar re- 
semblca the Persian, there are others marked by a more 
peculiar affinity with the Greek and Indian. iV is the sign 
of the accusative both in the German and Indian, and s of the 
genitive. The termination tvon in the Indian forms a substan> 
tive expressive of creative power, answering to the German 
termination thum. The conjugation of the verbs is formed 
in part by the alteration of the vowel, as in most other Ian* 
guages which adopt the old grammatical construction. The 
formation of (he imperfect, in one bjanch of the German 
verbs by the alteration of ^h© vowel, is quite in agreement 
with other languages; in another branch, the imperfect is 
formed by the introduction of a t; this, like the b in the 
Latin imperfect, is, indeed, a distinctive peculiarity. The 
principle, however is the same, viz. that the variations of 

* Tbe Farisiiui library is not only very rich in Persian MSS.» but 
possesses, in Monsieur Chezy, a man of great learning, who combines a 
perfect knowledge of the language generally, with a peculiarly line and. 
discriminating sense of the individual beauties and difficulties of tbe 
poetical structure and diction. ' 
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meaning in reference to time and otHer circumstances are 
not produced by particles annexed to distinct words, but by 
modifications of the root. 

If we examine the grammar of the old dialects, considering 
the Gothic and Anglo-Saxon as examples of the German; 
and the Icelandic of the Sclavonian branch of our language,— 
we shall not only find a perfect wit}i an augmentative, as in 
tiie Greek and ^^dion, but a dual, and also an exact defini¬ 
tion of gender,‘'and relation pf participle, and declension, 
which are now lost; as well as many infiections, which are 
already somewhat modlified, and less easy of recognition. 
The third persons singular and plural of the verb, for ex¬ 
ample, are in complete and perfect agreement. In shorty 
the study of these old monuments of the German language 
will undeniably establish the fact, that their grammatical 
structure was originally the some as that of the Latin and 
Greek. 

Many vestiges of the old form of st)eech are still to be 
found in the Teutonic languages, more perhaps in the proper 
German, than in either the Knglish or Scandinavian; but 
although the general principles of modern grammar, conjuga¬ 
tion by auxiliary verbs, and declension by prepositions, ap¬ 
pear to govern all, this circumstance must not be suffered to 
lead us into error, the same modification having been under¬ 
gone by every romantic language formed upon the basis of 
the Latin, and also by the Hindostanee dialect now spoken, 
which adheres as closely to the Sanscrit as the Italian does 
to the Latin. It is uni>ecessary to seek an, explanation of 
this universal similarity in any extraneous influence. The 
artistic construction of the language becomes obliterated and 
worn off by common daily use, especially d^tring a long 
period of rudeness and barbarity; and is at jjength com¬ 
pletely lost sight of, either disappearing by slow degrees, or 
in some instances effaced, as it were, in a moment; a gram¬ 
mar, constructed by the aid of auxiliaries and prepositions, 
being in fact the shortest and most convenient, presenting 
an easy abridgment adapted for general use. It might 
almost be assumed as a general rule, that every language 
becomes the more easy of ac(|uirement, in proportion as the 
structure is simolified and contracted into an abbreviated 
form. 
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The Indian grammar harmonizes so completely with the 
Greek and Latin, that it appears to be scarcely less closdy 
connected with those languages than they themselves are 
with each other. The similarity of principle is a most de¬ 
cisive point; every degree of modification or comparison 
being expressed, not by the addition of separate words, 
whether particles or auxiliaries, but by inflexions, throughout 
which the peculiar form of the root is distinctly preserved. 
The future is formed, as in thp Greek, by s; koromi [I doj, 
korishyami [I will do]; the imperfeqjt by a short vowel pre¬ 
fixed, and the termination on; hhovanti [I am], ohhofoon 
[1 was]. The striking resemblance between the Indian de¬ 
clensions of the gender of adjectives and the Latin, that of 
the comparative, and the personal terminations of the verbs 
with the Greek, and the perfect tense marked by the affix 
augmentative, has been already noticed. It agrees with the 
Greek also in the formation of the first person of that 
tense, which is not terminated by mi oro», as in the other 
tenses, nor by t or in the third person; but both per¬ 
sons terminate with a vowel. Chokaro [I have, and he 
has done]; vobhuvo [I have been, and he has been]. So 
decided an agreement in the most delicate peculiarities of 
structure must strike all who have studied the general form¬ 
ation of language as something more than a merely remark¬ 
able coincidence. The termination of the third person of 
the imperative is otu, in the plural orUu ; the termination of 
the first participle in the masculine gender, on. It would, 
however, be superfluous to multiply examples, so many 
having been already found, whose striking similarity must 
enable us to form a decisive conclusion. 

The Latin infinitive, with its termination in re, presents 
a remarkable deviation; tjps of course is ^ special pecu¬ 
liarity of the Latin, which thus deviates from other lan¬ 
guages of the same family, in the tbrmation of one of the 
most important parts of speech. Yet even here we discover 
a certain bond, of similarity and point of union in the 
Indian infinitive ending in tun, which is as often and even 
more frequently employed in file signification of the supine, 
which it also resembles in form, than in the appropriate 
sense of the infinitive. 

The declension of the fifth case, in corresponds with 
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file Xlittki ablative in ate; the seventh case of the plural in 

&c., with the Greek em, and owa; the fourth and 
fifth cases in bhyoh^ which in cohstr action often becomes 
&ASto«, with the long vowel preceding, resemble the Latin 
dative and ablative in hm. The singular of the Indian 
diative in ayo, may be compared with the old Latin in at; 
the termination of the dual, in an with the Greek, d. 
The Indian declension agrees with the language above 
named in many peculiarities, wd separate modifications of 
the fundamental rulesthe neuter gender, for example, is 
universally the same, in the accusative as in the nominative; 
in the dutd, many cases which in other numbers are distinct, 
have one and the same form. 

I shall not here repeat what has been previously said of 
these points of agreement, and I must also pass over much 
which might be of importance in reference to others. Not¬ 
withstanding the harmony of grand essential points, there 
is, of course, considerable variety in the details, and many 
casual differences. The chief distinction, however, consists 
in this. The Indian grammar, though subject to the same 
laws of construction as the Greek and Latin, is, notwith¬ 
standing, more truly simple and artistic than either. The 
Greek and Latin languages are declined ; that is, the varied 
proportion and value of the substantive is shown by inflec¬ 
tion of the root, not by annexing or prefixing certain par¬ 
ticles, as is generally the case with modern languages ; still 
they arc not sufficiently perfect in themselves to dispense 
with the employment of prepositions. In the Indian de¬ 
clensions prepositions arc never required; and the differences 
indicated by cum, ex, in, which are so frequently used with 
the Latin ablative, are expressed in the Indian language 

an appropriate case. I will BQt presume to assert that the 
Indian grammar has no irregular verbs; but certainly their 
irregularities in number and proportion are as nothing 
compared with those of the Greek and Latin. The conju¬ 
gation of verbs is in itself far more regular. The impera¬ 
tive has a first person, and is thus in conformity with the 
series of regular and perfect languages; the second person 
of the imperative is less abbreviated and mutilated than is 
invariably found to be the case in the Persian, and very 
frequently in other languages. The manner in which a 
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simple verb becomes a frequentative or desiderativ:e, or is 
formed into one signifying to cause an action, or to operate 
by the means of another,- is generally uniform, and equallfy 
applicable to all primitive roots. The great number of 
words derived from the infinitive fif the verb form a perfect 
series; nearly all the Indian acfjeatives are derived from 
verbs (verbalia), ,Of all eifisting languages there is none 
so perfect in itself, or in which the interna^ connexion of 
the roots may be so clearly tr|iced as in the*Indian. 

It would, pei-haps, be too much to^ assert without reserva¬ 
tion that the Greek and Latin languages hold the same 
position in reg^rrd to the Indian as the Italian does to the 
Latin, although' it is undeniably true that a certain irregu¬ 
larity of form, and the use of prepositions in those langu^^ 
already presage the transition to modem grammatic^ con¬ 
struction ; and the regular simplicity of the 'Indian language 
in parallel cases is an incontrovertible evidence of greater 
antiquity. The following observation ie also of importtmce. 
There is at least an appearance of probability that in the 
Greek, the annexed syllables, now blended inseparably with 
the primitive word, were originally distinct particles and 
auxiliaries; but this hypothesis cannot be carried out with¬ 
out the assistance of an etymological skill and subtlety which 
must be unhesitatingly rejected in every scientific investiga¬ 
tion or historical contemplation of the origin of language; 
even then, indeed, the theory could hardly be maintained. 
Not the slightest appearance of any such amalgamation can 
be traced in the Indian language^ it must be allowed that 
its structure is highly organised, formed by inflection, or the 
change and transposition of its primary radical sounds, car¬ 
ried through,every ramification of meaning and expression, 
and not by, the merely mechanical process of annexing words 
or particles to the same lifeless and unproductive root. The 
Indian grammar offers the best example of perfect simplicity, 
combined with the richest artistic construction. It is neces¬ 
sary, howevey, to pre-suppose one property of the mind, in 
-order to explain, in a significant and intelligible manner, the 
origin of that language; a peculiarly fine feeling of the 
separate value and appropriate meaning, if I may thus apeak, 
of the radical words or syllables; a perception of the whole 
activity and inffuence of which we can hardly be fully 
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sensible, the ear being now dulled and confused by a multi¬ 
plicity of various impressions, and the original stamp of each 
word being obliterated by long use. Still it cannot be 
doubted that it once acted powerfully on the minds of men, as 
without its influence no 'language could have been framed, 
or at least none like the Indian.^ 

This fine perception of the value of sounds and syllables 
would produTO a system of writing almost simultaneously 
with the spoken*'language *, nqt mere hieroglyphic paintings, 
images copied from the^external forms of nature, but a system 
in which the intrinsic character of the letters, with the sound 
of which the ear was already familiar, might be indicated or 
presented to the mind by certain arbitrary signs or visible 
outlines. 


Chap. IV. — On t6e Division ok Languages into Two 

PRINCIPAL Branches, founded on its internal Stbuc- 

TCRE. 

The peculiar principle predominating in the Indian language, 
and all others derived from it, will be most intelligibly illus¬ 
trated by contrast and comparison. In very few languages 
is the grammar constructed with such astonishing simplicity 
as the Indian and Greek, the characteristics of which I 
attempted to elucidate in the preceding chapter. The fea¬ 
tures of most other languages are very different, and the 
laws by which they are governed of a completely opposite 
nature. 

Modifications of meaning, or different degrees of significa¬ 
tion, may be produced either by inflection or internal vari¬ 
ations of the 'primitive word, or by annexing to it certain 
peculiar particles, which in themselves indicate the past, the 
future, or any other cii’cumstance. On these two simple 
methods we found our distinction between the two principal 
branches of language. Every additional difference or vari¬ 
ation appears, on closer inspeAion, to be nothing more than 
an inferior modification or secondary consequence of the two 
grand divisions. Every variety of the primitive roots exist¬ 
ing in the illimitable and apparently inexhaustible province 
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of language is fully comprehended within those two broad 
contrasted features. 

The Chinese presents a-remarkable instance oi a language 
almost without inflection, every necessary modiftcaticm being 
expressed by separate monosyllabic wort^ each having aa ^ 
independent signification. The exlgraordmary monosyllabic < 
form, and perfect simplicity of its construction, make the 
consideration of it important as facilitating the comprehen¬ 
sion of other languages. The same may be said of the gram¬ 
mar of the Malay language.* The singular and difficult 
ffialects of America* illustrate the* most important pecu¬ 
liarities of this pntire branch. Notwithstanding the inex¬ 
haustible variety of the primitive roots of those languages, ia 
which very frequently no sound of similarity can be hemd, 
even among tribes who dwell in close juxtaposition, all, as 
far os they have hitherto been examined, appear to follow 
the same laws of construction, every modification of time or 
degree being expressed by the addition of words or particles 
which frequently become incorporated with the primitive 
word, and yet have in themselves a peculiar signification!, 
which they communicate to the root to which they are an¬ 
nexed. The grammar of the American languages employs 
the affix, and, like all of that branch, is very rich in pronomal 
references used as suffixes, and in relative verbs and conju¬ 
gations thence arising. The Basque language numbers no 
less than twenty-one of these pronouns, commonly inserted 
either before or after the aua^iary verb.f Whether in a 
language of this kind the particles*be generally annexed to 
the verb, as is the case with the Basque, and with most of 
the American dialects, or prefixed as in the Coptic, or whe¬ 
ther both metjiods be employed indifferently, as in the Feru- 

I * I gladly‘embrace this oppiFftmity of thanking tiiat distinguidied 
author A. von Humboldt, for his kindness in procuring for me variou» 
vocabularies and dictionaries, on which the preceding and following 
observations are founded; besides two tolerably complete vocabularies 
and grammars the American dialect, and the OtpAchua dialect, pre¬ 
vailing in Peru and Quito, he also favoured me with several ahorter 
hand-books of the Othomi, Cora, Hu^teco, Mosca, Mixteca,Bod Totonacw 
dialects. 

f According to Larramendi. We may perhaps anticipate Awm tiiw 
elder Von Humboldt, a copious, and more especially, a distinelaad intel¬ 
ligent analysis of that remarkable language. 
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vian, Mexican, and other American languages, is of little 
material importance; the general principle is the same in 
-all, the grammar of the language being ^formed, not bj in¬ 
flection, but by the addition of particles. An appearance of 
infleetioD is sometimes pcoduced by the inoorpoi'ation of the 
annexed particles with the primitive word. In the Arabic 
language, and those related to it, the first and most important 
modifications,, as, for example, the, persons of the verbs, are 
formed by the fhtroduction of single particles, each bearing 
its own appropriate signification, and in these the suffix not 
being easily distinguished from the original root, we may 
conclude a similar incorpbration to hare tal^en place in other 
instances, although the foreign particles inserted may be no 
longer traceable. We are at least justified in assigning the 
language to that peculiar branch, notwithstanding the higher 
character already apparent in certain isolated points, and 
deducible eith^ from its own richer and more artistic de¬ 
velopment, or from en intermixture of foreign dialects. 

The gradual progress of languages, in which this gram¬ 
matical construction is adopted, may probably be traced as 
follows. In the Chinese, all particles indicating modification 
of time, person, &c,, are monosyllables, perfect in themselves, 
and independent of the root. The language of this other¬ 
wise refined and civilized people stands consequently in tlie 
lowest grade; it seems possible that the highly artistic 
system of writing so early introduced may have contributed 
to the imperfection of the language, seizing it, as it were, 
in its infancy, and fixing its characteristics at too early a 
stage of their development. The grammar of the Basque, 
Coptic, and many American langMges is formed entirely 
by prefixes, and affixes, wliich in general are easily distin¬ 
guished from the root, and hav;e their own independent sig¬ 
nification. The particles thus inserted soon began to coalesce 
^ith tbo word itself, as may be particularly seen in the 
Afabic and the dialects connected with it, which, from the 
chief feafures in their grammatical construction, appear to 
belong to that branch, although many other peculiarities 
cannot so surely be traced to the same source, and some 
<^ingle points even manifest an affinity with the system of 
inflection. Some traces of the employment of suffixes may 
be discovered in the Celtic language, although the modern 
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system of conjugating by the aid of auxiliaiy verbs, and 
declining with prepositions, generally predominates. 

There is little beauty in the American dialects, the great 
number of which has been lamented, as well as the diversity 
existing between • them; the dialectS*6f Brazil ahd Paraguay 
differing no less widely than t^iose oftDld and New Mexico, 
and even in the North they are uniform, monotonous, and 
the similarity of their character clearly indicat^*a similarity 
of principle. The source of this aingular diversity of dialects 
may be found even in the principles <of their grammatical 
construction. In the Indian and Gr^k languages each root 
is actually that which b(.ars the signincation, and thus seems 
like a living and productive germ, every modification of 
circumstance or degree being produced by internal changes; 
freer scope is thus given to its development, and its rich 
productiveness is in truth almost illimitable. Still, all words 
thus proceeding from the roots bear the stamj) of affinity, 
all being connected in their simultaneous growth and deve¬ 
lopment by community of origin. From this construction a 
language derives richness and fertility on tlie one hand, and 
on the other strength and durability. It may well be said, 
that highly organised even in its origin, it soon becomes 
woven into a fine artistic tissue, which may be unravelled 
even after the lapse of centuries, and afford a clue by which 
to trace the connexion of languages dependent on it, and 
although scattered throughout every part of the world, to 
follow them back to their simple primitive source. Those 
languages, on thti contrary, in which the declensions are 
formed by supplementai-y narticles, instead of infiections of 
the root, have no such bond of union: their roots present us 
with no living piuductive germ, but seem like an agglomera 
tion of atoms, easily dispersed «tid scattered by •very casual 
bi’eath. They have no internal connexion beyond the-purely 
mechanical adaptation of particles and affixes. These lan¬ 
guages, in their earliest origin, are deficient in that living 
germ essential t® a copious development; their derivations 
are poor and scanty, and an accupiulation of affixes, instead 
of producing a more highly artistic construction, yields only 
an unwieldy superabundance of words, inimical to true 
simple beauty and perspicuity. Its apparent richness is in 
truth utter poverty, and languages belonging to that branch, 

GO 
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wlie&er rude or oarefullj constructed, are invAriablj heavy, 
perplexed, and often singularly subjective and defective in 
chapter. 

Hie study of the American dialects is also of importance, 
aa proving the utter iifpossibility of driving eveiy lan> 
gauge in its primitive*^roots aod construction from one com* 
mon stem. We must, however, admit that every language 
formed by ihdexion rises from <me ori^nal source; but the 
incalculable diversity of lai^uages be^nging to the other 
branch makes it impossible to trace ikem Itock to any point 
of union even at their soured ks is sufficiently proved by 
examining many languages of Asia and Eiuope, not to men¬ 
tion the countless dialects of the American continent. Even 
the thinly populated Northern Asia contains four quite dis¬ 
tinct families of language; the Tartar, Finnish, Mogul, and 
Mantcheou branch; there are, besides these, many less 
widely diffused, to, which a student of philology would find 
it difficult to assign any fixed and appropriate place. We 
must enumerate also the tangutische, or Thibet dialect, the 
Singhalese, Japanese, and what little, after separating its 
intermixtures of Indian and Arabic, will yet remain of the 
Malay language peculiar to the dialects of the islands be¬ 
tween India and America, and may again be traced back to 
two fundamentally distinct families of language in Malacca, 
and the negro-like Papua. Symes enumerates six distinct 
dialects in the eastern peninsula of India, many of which 
differ even in the nuiperals, those important characteristic 
parts of the language. The Burmese is divided into four 
dialects, the most important of which is that of Ava; it 
assimilates with the Chinese in its mouosyllabic form. The 
dialects of Koloun, between Bengal, Aracan, and Burmab, 
and a few (Kalects of Pegu, 'belong to the same stock; the 
original language of Pegu is, according to Symes, very dif¬ 
ferent, as well as that in the country of Meckley, south of 
Assam, and that of Assam itself, from which the Singhalese 
dialect is derived. Notwithstanding these trifling points of 
affinity, the diversities of .dialect are very considerable in 
proportion to the scanty population If we consider the 
large number of completely isolated languages, vestiges of 
which are to be found in the west of central Asia, the region 
of the Caucasus; and in Euro[)e, besides the Coptic, the 
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Basque, and that portion of the Wallachian which is not 
derived the Latin and. the Arnautic, it will be clearly 
seen, that any attempt to trace these languages to a contihon 
stock must prove futile and untenable. Another grand 
distinction exists between the two qjiief branches of lan-^ 
guage : many among those formed by afSxes are completely 
distinct in themselves ; but in ‘ those formed innectioiii 
the internal affinity of the roots becomes mor9 i^iking, the 
higher we ascend in tracing liistory of their formation. 

It must not, however, su|>posed that *I desire to exalt 
one chief branch of languagS exclusively, to the neglect or 
disparagement of the otner. The sphere of language is too 
comprehensive, rich, and grand, and has been too highty 
developed and investigated for one sweeping decision to 
accomplish any such object. Who can deny the lofty power 
and eneigy of the Arabic and Hebraic languages ? They, 
indeed, stand on the loftiest point of their* peculiar branch, 
in respect of construction and development although their 
adherence to it is not so exclusive as to prevent their assi¬ 
milating in some few instances with the other family. StiH 
the most erudite investigators of language have been of 
opinion that such points of resemblance may have been arbi¬ 
trarily grafted on the rude original stem at a subsequent 
period. 

It must undoubtedly be admitted, after adequate investi¬ 
gation and comparison, that languages in which the gram¬ 
mar is one of inflexion are usually preferable, as evincing 
higher art in their construction ; but without adducing simi¬ 
lar instances from the Greek and Roman, our own noble 
language, debased and ruined as it is, affords abundant proof 
of the degradation in which even the most beautiful lan¬ 
guage may be involved by the rfegligence of bad writers and 
the admission of numerous dialects. 

The progress of mere grammatical development in the 
two chief divisions is entirely reversed. Languages formed 
by affi.xes were at ^heir commencement rude and completely 
unformed, but grev; more artistic as the subjoined particles 
became incorporated by degrees with the primitive words: 
in those formed by inflexion, on the contrary, the first 
beauty and symmetry of their construction was gradually 
defaced by an attempt to simplify and elucidate itf as may 
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be seen, by comporing various dialects of the Grerman, Ro¬ 
mantic, and Indian languages, ^ith the original type fi’om 
vrhich they were framed. 

The dialects of America usually belong to an inferior 
class: this is evident ^by their deficiency iti many indispen¬ 
sable letters, as of b, d, f, g^' 8 , J, V, as consonants in the 

Mexican ; ^ D, £, F, K, p,nd 'N,‘'in the Qquichua language, in 
which the o, adso, is scarcely to be ibund; of f, i, K, i., R, s, 
in the Othomides; D, F, G, ^ L, P, In the Coxa; of b, d, f, r, 
in the Totonaca B, f», f, r, in the Mixteca; and of F, R, s, 
k, in the Huasteca language. A few of the hard consonants 
may, indeed, be supplied by the soft, or* there may appear 
to be a deficiency, as in the Spanish language, when none 
actually exists; but how can the want of such indispens¬ 
able consonants as r, l, f, or the entire family, b, p, f, be 
supplied? We also observe a peculiar preference for cer¬ 
tain compound consonants, *08 tl, in the Mexican. The 
unwieldly bulk produced by the accumulation of affixes, 
heaped one after another upon the radical word, rather esta¬ 
blishes than controverts my theory; so great a multitude of 
pai*ticles being required, especially in the conjugation of tlie 
verbs, to express the changes of person, or to contrast the 
mere commencement of an action with a permanent habit, 
occupation, reciprocity, or continued repetition of the same 
action. How many peculiarities of grammatical construction 
are common in all the American dialects, notwithstanding 
the diflferences of the roots ? Many among them have no 
gender, case, or number, and no infinitive mood; the latter 
being ihpplied in Mexican and Peruvian by the future, witli 
the verb “ I willor, perhaps, the verb “to be” is deficient, 
or the adjective (as is,the case in the OquicRua dialect) is the 
same as thd”genitive case; i6 that Runap, from Runa, the 
man, signifies both of the man and manly. 

Many of these languages are, notwithstanding, powerful 
and expressive, and no less artistic and well constructed. 
This is particularly the case with the O^uichua or Peru¬ 
vian ; probably, as w'e are informed by old traditions, the 
Incas were induced, by the peculiar excellence and compre¬ 
hensiveness of this language, to enforce its general use. In 
the Peruvian vocabulary, I find occasionally a few Indian 
roots, as xeypul [great], in Indian, vipulo ; acini [to laugh], 
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Indian, hosono, &c.; the most remarkable is tnH [the sun], 
in Indian, indra. If there be any'grounds for the tradition, 
that the Incas used a peculiar language, spoken and under¬ 
stood by themselves alone, and now entirely lost, these stray 
roots may have. wandered from thiit language into the po¬ 
pular dialect; as it is' clearly prov^, by referring to the 
earliest historical records of Uhina, that the founders of the 
Peruvian kingdom and language must tove, migrated from 
the east of China and the Indi^p isles.* 

_ i _ 

Chap. V. — On the Oeioin op Language. 

■r^ 

IIypotheses concerning the first origin of language would 
either have been discarded altogether, or have assumed an 
entirely different form^ had they been founded on historical 
investigation, instead of being wrested into forced compli¬ 
ance with arbitrary theories. It is a most erroneous propo¬ 
sition to assert, that the origin of language and intelligence 
was everywhere similar. So many varieties, on the contrary, 
exist in that respect, that it would be easy to cite one lan¬ 
guage at least in corroboration of almost every theory that 
has ever been framed. If we take, for example, the voca¬ 
bulary of the Mantcheou language, we shall be astonished at 
the completely disproportionate number of onomatopoetic f 
or sense-imitative words which it contains, forming by far the 
greater portion of the language. In fact, had this dialect been 
more important and universal, we should have b^en com¬ 
pelled to adopt the opinion that that principle predominated 
in all languages. This exanmle will also serve to illustrate 
tlie form naturally assumed oy every languag? founded on 
similar principles, and the idea of referring to the same 
origin languages of an entirely different aspect must be im- 

* Ik is very rcnairkable that the Peruvian Incas, who boasted of the 
same descent as the Hindoo llama, (vij., from Sury^ or the Sun), styled 
their great festival llamasitoa; whence we may suppose that South 
America was peopled by the .same race who imported into the farthest 
part.s of Asia the rites and fabulous history of llama. — DUcourge on the 
Hindoos —Sir W. Jones’s Works, vol, i. p. 30. 

t See note, ante, p, 433. 
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mediately discarded. Let us consider the entire family of 
each language which now claims our attention. The num¬ 
ber of these onomatopoetic words in the German is very 
inconsiderable, in comparison with the instance before 
noticed; still they are'very important, and, perhaps, not 
much less so than in * the Pei^sian, wliich may be defined as 
an intermixture of the Tartar, Sclavonic, and some other 
dialects ; in'th^ Greek and Latin languages their number is 
still further diminished, and rn the Indian they so completely 
disappear, that we cannot admit the possibility of commu¬ 
nity of origin. 

Wliere, then, shall we seek the source x>f all those allied 
languages wliich are formed by inflection? How did the 
Indian originate ? or, since that language, although admitted 
to be of far higher antiquity than others, is itself but a de¬ 
rived form, how did the common source and origin of that 
entire family 'first come into existence ? A satisfactory an¬ 
swer may be given to a portion at least of this important 
question, that the earliest language was not the mere instinc¬ 
tive cry of physical nature, nor was it from an indiscriminate 
imitation of natural tones, nor from fancy indulging in a 
sportive experimental combination of sounds that it arose, 
gradually engrafting on its first rude commencement a more 
rational expression and reasonable form. The structure of 
language, on the contrary, is but one proof added in con- 
drmatiun of so many others, that the primitive condition of 
mankind was not one of mere animal instinct, which by slow 
degrees, and with many a weary effort, ac length attained 
some slight glimmering of reason and intelligence; it rather 
confirms the opposite belief, proving that, if not in every 
country, at least in that which is now the subject of our in¬ 
vestigations# the most profound study and the clearest intel¬ 
ligence were early called into operation; for without much 
labour and reflection it would have been impossible to frame 
a language like the Indian, which, even in its simplest form, 
exemplifies the loftiest ideas of the pure world of thought, 
and displays the entire groi^nd plan of the consciousness, not 
in figurative symbols, but in direct and immediate clearness 
and precision. 

By what means the human mind at so early a period 
attained that wondrous gift of clear intelligence; whether it 
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was graduallj developed or suddenly appeared in all its lofty 
perfection, or whether it can be accounted for by reference 
to the natural powers of the human intellect alone, presents 
a subject for investigation which, as touched upon in the 
following book, • may at least stimulate to fbrtl^ inquii^; 
since I shall there lay beforp you Ihe systems of religion 
and philosophy to which historical investigation assigns the 
highest antiquity, and examine Whether apy» unequivocal 
traces of a first and earlim* dialect are tharein to be recog¬ 
nised. It would, however, be useless to attempt any analysis 
of the language, except in accordance with its natural prin¬ 
ciples and progress, as no traces of foreign admixture are to 
be found in it. It is not by any means my intention to dis¬ 
pute the spontaneous origin of language genially, but merely 
the theory that all were originally similar, and equally rude 
and irregular iu their first construction — an opinion which 
the facts already cited abundantly disprove. « 

The manner in which mankind attaified such lofty per¬ 
fection of reason and intelligence is a question of a difiermit 
kind; but the same spirit, the same deep feeling and intelli¬ 
gence undoubtedly communicated itself to their langut^e, 
and it would be difficult to find arty so skilfully and exqui¬ 
sitely framed as that of which we have been speaking. It 
combines the clear perception of the natural signification of 
things, — a delicate discrimination of the original sense and 
power of all those sounds which may be made the medium 
of communicating onr ideas, — a fine imitative faculty for 
assorting and combining letters aiSd significant syllables, 
those mysterious elements of language,—and a power to in¬ 
vent, discover, determine, and, by the use of varied declen¬ 
sions, transform the language into a living organisation, ever 
advancing, a»d developing itgolf by its own intgrnal strength 
and energy. Such was the origin of language; simply beau¬ 
tiful in Wm and construction, yet capable of almost un¬ 
bounded development; the union between the primitive 
roots, on which it is based, and the grammatical construction 
are most closely cemented, and both spring from the same 
original source—a deep feeling, and a clear discriminating in¬ 
telligence. The oldest system of writing developed its^ at 
the same time, and in the same manner, as the spoken lan¬ 
guage ; not w'earing at first the symbolic form, which it sub- 
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seqoeBtly assumed in compliance Tvith the necessities of a 
less civilised people, but composed of ceitain signs, which, 
in accordance with the nature of the simplest elements of 
language, actually conveyed'Ahe sentiments of the race of 
men then existing. '• 

To attempt ^ analyse the cpnstruction of languages which 
the traces of a rude and scanty original, by separating 
from them a^l fhey owe t6 foreign idioms, and the adaptation 
of other and more beautiful nystems, would lead me too far 
from my present subject. Whether placed in a state of hap- 
jpiness and simplicity^ endowed with the light of reason and in¬ 
telligence, and in the fulness of a clear pereeption, man easily 
dispensed with a more artistic development of his powers, — 
cffiwhether in his original condition he was but a few degrees 
removed from the irrational and brute creation, this at least 
is certain, that the distinctive character of speech must be 
greatly dependant on the ph 3 'sical condition of mankind. In 
many languages, indeed, instead of that highly organised and 
artistic construction which is produced by significant syllables 
and prolific roots, we discover merely varied imitations, and 
almost sportive combinations of sound — the cry, as it were, 
of instinctive feeling and impulse, to which the exclamatory, 
the interjectional, and distinctive terminations and additions 
in time became 'annexed, and invested by constant use with 
a certain conventional and arbitrary signification. 

All the preceding proofs appear clearly to establish the fact 
that the Sanscrit or Ipdian language is of higher antiquity 
than the Greek or Latin, not to mention "the German and 
Persian. We might, perhaps, decide more satisfactorily in 
what relation it stands, as the earliest derived language, to 
the general source; if it were in our power to consult the 
Veda in its<tgenuine form, togelflicr with thtf vocabularies 
which were early required on account of the great difference 
between the language of the Veda and the Sansci’it. The 
Saga of Rama, who is described as a conqueror of the wild 
tribes of the South, might seem to favour the opinion that 
the Indian language, even.at a very early period, suifered 
considerable foreign intermixture from the various tribes 
incorporated with the body of the nation. The northern 
part of the country is peculiarly the seat of the Indian lan¬ 
guage and philosophy. In Ceylon we still trace the influence 
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of the foreiga tribes pf Singhalese, wliich in former times 
was probably of more extensive operation. Still the regular, 
simple structure of the Indian language proves that tlie in¬ 
fluence of foreign intermixture was never so overpowering 
or heterogeneous ns in other languages of the same family. 

Changes of manners and habits were more slowly intro¬ 
duced among that Indian radh than in oth^ nations of the 
world; and it seems historicallypaobable that ^eir language 
also observed a similar tardy ^rogression; if was too intrin¬ 
sically bound up with their temperament and philosophy to 
admit of such arbitrary innovations and extensive revolutions 
as are often allcpved through negligence or inditfhrence <to 
creep into other languages. This assertion will be more 
strongly confirmed by investigating the structure of the lan¬ 
guage itself. It is true that the Indian is almost entir^ a 
philosophical or rather a religious language, and perhaps 
none, not even excepting the Greek, is so nhilosophically 
clear and sharply defined; it has no variable or arbitrary 
combination of abstractions, but is formed on a permanent 
system, in which the deep symbolic signification of words 
and expressions reciprocally explain, elucidate, and support 
each other. This lofty spirituality is at the same time ex¬ 
tremely simple, not originally conveyed through the medium 
of representations of merely sensual expressions, but pri¬ 
marily bused upon the peculiar and appropriate signification 
of the fundamental elements as originally established. The 
distinct genus of many, which, though quite clear in mean- 
ing, yet admits rf)nly of a purely metaphysical interpretation, 
allows of our determining the high antiquity either histori¬ 
cally from the employment of the terminology, or etymologi¬ 
cally from th§ compounded words. It is a most unfounded 
idea that in.the earliest epoqh of each language a bold and 
irregular fancy alone predominated; it may%ave been the 
case with many, but certainly not in all, nor in the Indian 
especially, in which a profound philosophical signification 
and perspicui^ of expression are even more striking ^han 
poetical inspiration or imagery, although it is quite sus¬ 
ceptible of the former; and in^he figurative and imaginative 
poem of Calidas the latter property also is most abundantly 
developed. 

Poetry, however, belongs to a later epoch in the formation 
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of the Indian language, which as we proceed in tracing its 
soQToe bad: to the earliest antiquity, becomes even more 
ttiDfde and prosaic, although far from being drv or abstract* 
edly lifeless. Thus Menu s metrical collection of laws *, which 
bei^ the stamp of far higher antiquity than the Furanas, is 
remarkably different in its construction; perhaps scarcely so 
much as might be . imagined fi^bm the comparison instituted 
by Sir WiUiam Jones between the style of Cicero, and the 
fragment of th^ Twelve Tables. StiU, considering the slow 
{wogress and trifling nature of the alterations to which the 
Indian language has been subjected, the distinction is quite 
aafficient to justify the supposition of at lea§t many interven¬ 
ing centuries. 


Chap. VI. —On the Difference e^hsting between the 

MOST CLOSELY CONNECTED LANGUAGES, AND ON A FEW 

REMARKABLE INTERMEDIATE DlALECTS. 

In considering the alterations sustained by the Indian 
language, and in a still greater measure by those derived 
from it, another question immediately arises. The affinity of 
those languages has been too clearly ascertained to admit the 
supposition of its being merely the result of accident; but it 
must, on the other hand, be received as a proof that all are 
derived from the same common source; and tthe question im¬ 
mediately forces itself upon the mind,—were these languages 
originally one ? To what cause, then, may we attribute the 
diffm'ences existing between them ? We must not judge of 
these varieties from the first impressions communicated by 
sound or forth, but rather 1)/ their inner and essentM 
character, which can be appreciated only by researches pene¬ 
trating far beneath the mere external veil. What remark¬ 
able differences the Greek and Latin languages appear to 

* The Body of I^aw " called S^mriti consists of eighteen books, each 
divided under three general heads,— the duties of religion, the adminis* 
tration of justice, and the punishment or expiation of crimes: they were 
delivered for the instruction of the human species by Menii and other 
eacred personages. — Sir W. Joneis Work^f vol. i. — TVans. 
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present when either is examined for the first time by a 
student whose attention had till then been confined to one 
only! He imagines himself to be entering a world in which 
every thing is new and strange. After a longer a^uaintance, 
however, his opinicm become^ considerably modified, and he 
sees that the general harmony of constmction of both lan¬ 
guages invests them rather ^ith the '‘character of very re¬ 
motely connected dialects than of distinct brarydine. 

If the affinity of other langi^es be estimated in the same 
ratio, much greater varieties will be^found to exist in the 
various dialects of this family than can be accounted for by 
their different logal features, or attributed to a diversity^ 
impulse in the development of the mind during any certain 
period of time. Another point must here be brought fi»r- 
ward fully sufficient to explain the source of those varieties, 
and our argument will be supported partly by accurate 
grammatical analysis, partly by reference historical re¬ 
cords. , • 

Each of these derived langu^es, as well as the character 
of the people or tribe, is remarkable from the varied and 
frequently incongruous intermixture of foreign influences, 
which necessarily led to a more complete estrangement be¬ 
tween the allied language and people themselves. I do.not 
allude merely to such intermixture as that of the Arabic in 
the Persian, or the French in the English language; the 
intrusive words in these instances, although completely in¬ 
corporated into the body of the language, retain sufficient 
marks of their original form to be iAmediately recognised as 
foreign words ; these examples strikingly illustrate the fact 
that every language of grand principles, that is to say, 
highly organised and skilfully framed, possesses in itself an 
original element of stability, and individuality, which can 
scarcely be overpowered by the most violent and forcible 
extraneous intermixture. How completely Teutonic are the 
characteristics of the English language, and how striking 
the difference which still subsists in the Persian and Arabian! 
My observations refer also to such intermixtures as are of 
still greater antiquity, and thuS are more completely blended 
with the primitive construction of the language, having 
been introduced at a period when from its greater flexibility, 
appropriative power, and productiveness, they were more 
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easily incorporated, and cannot be traced without careful 
analysis. 

Such analogies and intermixtures are often important 
in reference to history, while that branch of science reci¬ 
procally affords a clue»by which to trace language to its 
source. In the Greek, for instance, we find a far gi’eatcr 
number of Arabic rdbts than Would at first appear credible; 
the structure and charaoter of the two languages being so 
entirely differ^'nt, that this point of agi*eement between them 
is easily overlooked. Yet is it nothing more than the con¬ 
tinual intercourse of the Greeks and’ Phoenicians might 
«^$tify us in anticipating. An acquaintance with the history 
of the earliest settlers in Italy leads us to expect in the 
latter a greater intermixture of Celtic and Cantabrian roots. 
The close connexion of the German language with the Per¬ 
sian distinctly indicates the point at which that branch 
separated froip their parent stem, and the numerous radical 
words, common both in the XetitoniQ. and the Turkish lan¬ 
guages, may afford indications of the migratory path which 
the former people pursued, and which is proved by otiier 
and historical evidence to have followed the direction of the 
river Gihon, along the north shore of the Ca.spian Sea, bear¬ 
ing constantly towards the north west. 

Scarcely any language can be named, however remote in 
situation and character, in which some German roots are not 
to be found; as dasjahr [the year], or jure, in the Zend and 
l^lantclieou dialects ; legen [to lie], Span, poner, laygariy in 
the Tagala dialect of the Philippine Islands; rangio [evil 
seeking], in the Japanese, ranzig ; also a few in the Peruvian 
dialect. This may easily bo accounted for from the migra¬ 
tions of the Teutonic race, and their sojourn in the districts 
of northern and western Asi;^: a region which has since 
been the rendezvous of tliose tribes, and the scene of their 
most frequent wanderings. 

I shall, in this book, confine my investigations to the 
laiy^uage, and to whatever may be deduced ffom that alone, 
reserving for my third book any historical facts or hypo¬ 
theses tending to elucidate tfie wonderful agreement between 
so many distant languages and people, divided by long tracts 
of sea and land, or to illustrate the earliest migrations of the 
human race. Much may, however, be found in the pro- 
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vince of language alone, contributing either to fill up that 
wide space or to contract its limits, or perhaps to mark the 
point of separation and transition, I am not now alluding 
to the few isolated remains of the G^man language, whi(£ 
may be found ip the Crimea, thp Caucasus, and the neigh¬ 
bourhood of the Caspian Sea, nor to^he many more insigni¬ 
ficant, yet still very remarkalfle vestiges, of other languages 
now lost; but to the principal Ijg'anches of ^ose still ex¬ 
isting and flourishing, which,* by their mix^d construction 
and the situation of the people \mong whom they are in use, 
seem to fill up the space intervening between the Indian and 
Persian on the oye hand, and the German, Latin, and Gredin 
on the other- 

The Armenian dialect is, unquestionably, entitled to hold 
the first rank, on account of the numerous Greek and Latin, 
Persian and German roots contained in it, which apperUun, 
in fact, to the first and most essential parts of the language: 
us, for example, the lyimerals, pronouns^ particles, and some 
of the most important verbs. To mention a few of the most 
remarkable; Aaw, the Latin conjunction quam; mi [one], 
related to the Greek mia; hing^ L. quinque^ [five] ; ciurch, 
L. circa [around]; Aam, the Greek hama^ used as a prefix, 
in the same manner as Gr. sum^ and L. con ; the negative 
particle miy Greek me; an and ab are prefixed in the same 
sense as Gr. u, and aby a in the Latin, and un in the Ger¬ 
man ; aminajimy the Latin omnis^ Also a few verbs: /m- 
muoriin, G. ich leuchte [I light], L, luceo ; luzzimj G, ic/i 
lose [I redeem]* Gr. lud; nranam fl deny], Gr. ameomai; 
zairanamy G. ich zurne [I am angry]; ar?tum, G. ich nehme 
[I take], Gr. arnumi; tenim [I sit], Gr. theinai; adim [I 
hate], iu.odiign; udim [I eat], L. cdo; garodim [I have 
trouble], L.rrtsr^o; Znwm [I up], ; rfum[Igive], 

L. do; im, in English I am; phim [I bear],1L./<?ro, and P. 
burnn ; porbu [I dig], Q, bohre; ham^ G. ich komme [I 
come], G. ich kam; and many other Persian roots. Their 
identity is frequently unquestionable, except that thejiro- 
nunciation is rather harsh, perlinps more so than can be 
accounted for, as the generat peculiarity of all mountain 
dialects, and rather affording an indication of superior anti¬ 
quity. Their agreement in structure is even more remark¬ 
able ; as, for example, luanamy L. lavo; luanas^ L. lavas; 
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human, L. Javant; the future is formed by asiz, tasix, tze, the 
^me general sound as in the Indian and Greek. A few 
paxiiciples in al agree, on the contrair, with the Sclavonic 
language, as well as the third person of the singular number, 
luanay, L. lavat. The conjugation is generally formed by 
inflection, and partly also by auxiliary verbs. 

The Armenian is unquestionably a remarkable intermediate 
link, and may afford a dus' to many facts in the origin and 
history of the Asiatic and Enropean languages. I have no 
means of ascertaining Whether the same observation applies 
to the Georgian language; we are also in want of the most 
jqi^ent aid for drawing any certain conclusion with regard 
to the Zend and Fahlavi* dialects, no complete grammar of 
either having ever been compiled. The declensions in Zend 
closely resemble the Georgian; the Pahlavi employs the Per¬ 
sian oblique case in ra, many Persian terminations of sub¬ 
stantives and adjectives in man, &c.; the infinitive in atan 
may also be compared with the Persian in adun. But 
these few particulars, all that have as yet been discovered, 
sbe meagre and unsatisfactory. We find nothing in Arabic, 
or Hebi;ew, agreeing with the Indian grammar, except the 
feminine termination in a and i, and the Hebrew pronoun 
enn] p. an, Indian soh, Teutonic sa, whence comes the 

German so. The common roots of these languages retain 
many traces illustrating the progress of intermixture between 
people and language in ancient times. It would be of im¬ 
portance to decide accurg,tely how far the number of roots 
l»elonging to the other chief branch in the Hebrew language 
exceeds those in the Arabic; the affinity was probably even 
stronger in the Phoenician. 

The next place to the Armenian, as possessing a still 
evident, although almost more reli.otc, affinity, is undoubtedly 
occupied by the great and widely diffused family of Scla- 
vonian dialects. They agree with the allied languages in 
many inflections of their grammar, and in a few instances, 
even <in the signs of the cases used in declension, as in the 
first and second person of the present tense, both in the 
singular and plural. Insufficient as are the materials -col¬ 
lected for this branch of study, 1 have nevertheless been 


* Ont of the sacred languages of Persia. 
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enabled to trace a few Indian roots in the'Solayonian Ian* 
guager Bind such indeed as are not to be found in either of* 
the other allied languages but without a cinnparative gram¬ 
mar and vocabulary it is impossible to ascertain die r^atdve 
proportion of die various Sclavonian directs, 'or to decide 
which of them deserves to be este^ned the oldi^ and purest, 
and may with justice be adop^d as a suns basis for the in- 
vestigadon of the later dialects. It is impossible to trace the 
relationship and ooimexion be^een any sejlkrate brancdieB 
of language, without first .forming a'^milar f^rstemotio ai> 
rangement. 

1 cannot venture to decide whether the Celtic languaippM 
stands in equally close connexion with the nolde oi^iuil 
stock as the Sdavonian. The community of certain rotit 
indicates only an intermixture by which this language inccn*- 
porated with itself other signs and symbols. Norean the 
similarity of the numerals be considered delusive; in the 
Coptic language, Gre^ and other peculiar numerals, parti¬ 
cularly the old Egyptian, are in use. The Bretagne dialect*^ 
is declined by prepositions; but the deelensions of the pure 
Erse are very different, being formed, singularly enough, by 
varying the initial letters of the wbrds, a change which is 
regulated according to certain particles prefixed, which in¬ 
dicate the inflection of person; for example, rmc [the sonj, 
wihic (pronounced wic) [of the son], pen [the head]; * ben 
[his head], i phen [your head], y’m mhen [my head]. A 
peculiarity somewhat resembling the manner in which the 
personal particles in the Coptic language become incor¬ 
porated with the particles prefixed and the word itself; 
Pos [the lord], paos [my lord], pekas [thy lord], pefos 
[this lord], pc$os [your lord], penos [our lord], naos [my 

• According to I..C 13iigant, PiMerton, Shaw’s, Stnfth’s, Vallancey’s, 
and other works, which 1 liate not been able to consult. 1 am ais* 
in want of adequate materials for investigating several other languages; 
and, besides the chief works already mentioned on the N. Asian lan¬ 
guages, I have alao been unable to obtain the latest* and most 
plete dUsertations on the Coptic and Armenian dialects, I hope, 
therefore, that the Incompleteness of%ny researches will be treated with 
indulgenoe by learned men, as they best know the difficulty of procuring 
works on these subjects, many good libraries being entirely deficient in 
that particular province; on the other hand, a few particulars not 
hitheito known may probably be found even here. 
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lord^], mhos [thy lords], &c. In the Bretagne dialect of tlie 
Celtic, an auziliarj is employed in conjugation, although in 
man; instances it is completely lost by its blending with the 
suffixum as comp [we g<^, e^mp [we went], efaomp [we 
will go], from omp [wej. This analogy leads us to that 
other chief branch of lasiguage to which the Basque belongs, 
which however has nothing in*common with the Celtic be¬ 
yond what nyiy easily be (accounted for. by the intermixture 
of dialects. The mixed character of the Celtic language is 
proved by the singular circumstance, that the Bretagne dia¬ 
lect employs no less tlinn four distinct words for the pro- 
'WMain I: anon, Coptic anok; on, Indian qfion, in and me. 
It is hardly necessary to furnish further examples in refuta¬ 
tion of the erroneous opinions entertained by those who 
assert the language and people of the Celts and Germans 
to be at least closely connected, if not actually one, and cite 
the traces of iptermixture in the Bretagne dialect in con¬ 
firmation of their theory. , 

It is easy to discover trifling points of agreement even in 
such languages as are most widely removed from the Indian, 
Greek, and German; as, for example, the termination of ad¬ 
jectives in ezco in the Basque, ivhich rather resembles the 
German isch and the Greek ihos ,—but is rarely observable 
in the Spanish. Emigration, colonisation, war, and commerce 
so completely amalgamated the old nations of Europe, that 
traces of marked identity arc rarely to be discovered. 

To lay before the reader even a summary of every thing 
tliat has been collected and prepared in this .province would 
only weary and perplex him. I shall be content if I have 
proved satisfactorily, in general tenns, the fixed principles 
on which a comparative grammar snd genuine historical 
foundation, — an authentic hisjorv, in short, of the origin of 
language,—in^had of the theories hitherto invented, may be 
constructed. What has here been said will suffice to prove 
the importance of Indian study, in'regard to the language 
at ^ast; in thtf following books, w'e shall contemplate it in 
reference to the history of Oriental genius. 

I close with a retrospect of Vhe works of Sir William Jones, 
1 whq, by establishing the affinity betw'een the Indian language 
and the Latin, Greek, Gejinan and Persian, first threw a 
light on Jhis obscure study, and consequently on the eai'liest 
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popular kistory, which before his time was evmy Where clar^ 
and confused. Yet he has extended the affinity to some 
other instances infinitely less important, tiacing back ffie 
exhaustless abundance of language to three diief fiunilies^— 
the Inditm, Arabic, and Tartar; rfnd, finally, ailter having 
himself so finely exhibited the total oifference of the Arabic 
and Indian languages, seeking, from a love^of unity, to 
derive all from one common source; I have,rtherefore, been 
unable to adhere closely in eveiy particular to this excellent 
and learned man, since his arguments,* being directed to suj)- 
port an opposite theory, would unquestionably militaiAi 
against my own opinious. 


BOOK 11. ^ 

Chap. L—OH the Indian Philosofht. 

It is an opinion very generally entertained, that the original 
condition of man was one of almosj unreasoning stupidity, 
from which, impelled by necessity or other external incite¬ 
ments, he gradually attained, by successive efforts, to certain 
degrees of intelligehce. Independently of the consideration 
tliat this idea is completely at variance with all known sys¬ 
tems of philosophy, it must be acknowledged, that so far 
from being supported by the testimoipr of ancien| histoncal 
records, it is, on "the contrary, contradicted, and proved to 
have been adopted on arbitrary and insufficient grounds. 
Without mentioning the Mosaic reqorda, which I shall re¬ 
serve for examination in the third book of this treatise, the 
numerous ancient monument*•existing in Asia, and the 
general progress of events, afford, sufficient and incontro- 
\'ertible evidence that, in the earliest steps of his mortal 
cai-eer, man was not left without God in the. world. In 
India especially, many surprising discoveries have been mad^, 
whicli remarkably illustrate the progresis- of human intelli¬ 
gence in those ancient times ; and the little we already know 
of Oriental literature has elucidated so" many difficult poihtB, 
that we may confidently anticipate that still more satisfactory 
results will attend the further profeecution of our researches; 

HH ‘ 
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Having in the first book considered the Indian language 
in the relation it bears to the most important languages of 
Asia and Europe, Indian Mythology, the parent of so many 
other systems, appears to offer an appropriate subject for consi¬ 
deration in the second. We must, however, be on our guard 
against an error, into ^hich t]ie British Society in Calcutta 
has too often been betrayed, and not lay too much stress upon 
isolated and'often deceptive appearance, while attempting to 
prove that an internal uniformity of structure exists both in 
the language and mythology, and that the similarity of the 
jjround tissue in each, notwithstanding slight subordinate 
■ alterations, sufficiently indicates congeniality of origin. It is 
true that there is no dearth of such surprising coincidences as 
cannot be merely casual; but, before being received as such, 
they require to be more strictly investigated than even the 
language, the peculiaiities of mythology being more variable 
and uncertaiKi and their delicate and evanescent spirit more 
difficult to seize and retain. Mythok)gy presents the most 
complicated structure ever devised by human intellect; in¬ 
exhaustibly rich, but at the same time most variable in its 
signification ; and that being a point of the highest moment, 
requires to bo scrupulously examined; the slightest varia¬ 
tion of meaning is of importance, and should be considered in 
its simple individuality, apart from afiy consideration of 
time or place. Greek and Roman mythology, for instance, 
we are accustomed to treat as one and the same, unless for¬ 
bidden by distinct historical records; and yet, any one 
whose resc/arches have'^jeen carried back to'the earliest origin 
of those people, will be sufficiently alive to the difference 
existing between them to feel that Venus and Aphrodite, 
Mars (Mayors) and Arcs, &c. cannot justly be regarded as 
one and th^ same divinity.*-How widely do the Hellenic 
cities differ among themselves! how great is the differenct* 
between Corinth and Athens, or between Doriern in Sparta 
and Sicily ; the symbolic representation of certain peculiar 
features in the history, and even the name of the divinity, 
may he cemmon to luany^ distant nations, and long pre¬ 
served among them ; but it is the signification, the idea con¬ 
veyed by these symbols, which is the really essential point, 
and this everywhere assumes a different aspect. A great 
number of facts must be adduced, and many different sources 
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explored, before it will be possible to adopt, with any degree 
of success, the only method which can in this instance be 
available; that is, to enter into a full analysis of the system, 
displaying all its peculiar features in their just proportions, 
whether of internal development*of external admixture, 
noticing even each trace of gradual change or variation; 
the scarcity of our materials makeji it impossibje at present 
to accomplish this in the Indian Philosophy. • 

I must henceforth abandon the system pursued in my first 
book, and instead of a comparative ahalysis of the mytho¬ 
logy, which it is as yet too early to attempt, fix a few ceami 
tain principles, wltich may serve as a groundwork for future 
researches; a brief inquiry, in short, into the charactM* of 
Oriental genius, its distinctive peculiarities, and the most 
important stages of its progress. Much information in 
regard to details is still required; but we already possess 
enough to gain a tolerably j ust idea of its gene^bl structure: 
the mind should, howler, if possible, be transported into 
the sphere of antiquity, and primitive ideas, and the facts 
themselves, simply stated, will soon lead to perfect clearness 
and precision. 

Tlie separate portions of this description must not be 
regarded as a system of philosophy, but rather as illustrating 
distinct epochs of the Oriental mind ; for these several 
theories are not all precisely similar, and many were sys¬ 
tematically developed at a much later period than 'others, and 
their origin is to be sought in a principle that lies deeper 
than mere philosophy. I have treated these new systems or 
modes of thought separately, because all are actually dis¬ 
tinct, divided both by their characteristic features, and by 
historical evidenbes. We shall remark in each separate 
division the grtidual transitioiB Tfrom one to anofher, or the 
particular points in which the later appear to grow out of 
earlier theories, or are most strikingly contrasted with them. 

I shall, in each epoch, coniine my attention to such peculiiu: 
points of Indian* mythology or philosophy as belong to it, 
merely alluding to that of other .Asiatic nations, when by 
so doing the whole can be rendered more perfect and in¬ 
telligible. 


H H s 
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€/Bap. IL — On the Doctrines of the Meteupstchosis, 

AND ON Emanation. 


Among all the numeroys*systems of philosophy which recog¬ 
nise Asia as their parent-land, none are so positively of Indian 
origin as the^doctrines of jthe Metempsychosis and of Emana¬ 
tion ; nor can Jtny, with the exception of the Mosaic dispen- 
A)ation, lay claim to such great antiquity. The most essen¬ 
tial doctrines of these*systems are contained in the first book 
the laws of Menu, which no critic of sound judgment will 
assert to be of slight antiquity ; they are,*at the least, more 
ancient than any existing records of European literature. 
The laws of Menh have been, for thousands of years, the 
basis and groundwork of the Indian constitution and legis¬ 
lature (of Iqdian life, in fact), and their influence is no 
less sensibly'exerted in regard to philosophy and learning, 
in which they are clearly seen to be* the ruling spirit. In¬ 
formation even more precise than that afforded by the laws 
of Menit may be drawn from the first part of the Vedas, 
containing that system of philosophy termed the Mimansh, 
which Was founded by Jaimini, the author of the Sdmaveda, 
and is, perhaps, the earliest Indian system now in existence. 

It will be easily seen that the doctrine of Emanation, taken 
in its earliest original meaning, is closely and immediately 
connected with that of Transmigration; but the inquirer 
must first dismiss fr«m his mind every idea of emanation 
borrowed from the Indian, and afterwards promulgated by 
Chaldee and Greek philosophers, who, instead of propound¬ 
ing any system of original purity and simplicity, rather 
amalgamated into one body all the various innovations and 
admixtures ‘which had eitheV sprung from or‘been engrafted 
hpoh the original doctrine, and applied to the whole the 
indefinite title of Oriental philosophy. We must be especiiilly 
qp our guard also against the too frequent error of confound¬ 
ing the doctrine of Emanation with Pantheism. The bold 
and fanciful character of that Oriental system is easilj' mis¬ 
taken for a pantheistic tendency by those who are familiar 
only with the dialectic structure of modern European phi¬ 
losophy; and, viewed in that light, it of course appears con- 
, Aiected jn many points with later times. Still there is so 
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much actually at variance between them, that it would be- 
impossible to deny or cancel the individuality of the ancient 
Indian doctrine. The re-incorporation of individuals intO' 
the unity of the Godhead, is only possible, not of absolute 
necessity, and those who are incoifigibly evil will continue 
separate and divided throughout eternity; or, if we may 
employ a theological mode of expression, which, although 
apparently modem, completdy mnbodies the wcient idea, 

“ the eternal strife of hdl" is* by no means irreconcileable 
with the doctrine of Emanation, but, on the contrary, forms 
an essential elenaent of that system. The difference betweiiiiai 
Emanation and Pantlieir.m, in regard to the powers of good 
and evil, is very marked and important. Pantheism tea^es- 
that everything is intrinsically good and pure ; all originally 
one with divinity, and that every appearance of wrong or 
guilt exists but in idea, or depends on the conventional idea 
entertained of it. Hence its dangeroug inffaence on the 
moral life and character; for by whatever subtlety of lan¬ 
guage the meaning may be disguised, and however men may 
cling to a belief in the all-regulating power of conscience, 
yet, if this destructive principle be admitted as a ruling 
fact, the conduct of individuals will be considered as of 
slight importance, and the eternal distinction between right 
and wrong, good and evil, set aside, and finally rejected. 
Far different, however, is the doctrine of Emanation : in that 
system the condition of all created existences is rather 
counted unhappy, and the world itself ruined and guilty ia 
its very essence ;* all is in a state of mournful degradation, 
sinHng deeper and deeper into the abyss which divides it 
from the perfect bliss and purity of its divine Creator. 

It would be useless to enter into a dialectic argument con¬ 
cerning the philosophical inccBtectness of this system, for it 
rests not on any logical basis; nor can it be supported by 
demonstration, but, like other merely poetical systems of 
cosmogony, rather wears the character of an arbitrary in¬ 
vention. Still • a systematic connexion may be traced 
throughout, and to that it is probably indebted for its stabi¬ 
lity during so many thousand years, but still more to primssval 
tradition and the divine origin ascribed to it. The labour 
of investigating and comprehending this doctrine will indeed 

be amply repaid, even if we regard it merely as fhe earliest 

H H 3 * * 
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authentic monument of the human intellect, and reflect on 
the inconceivable influence it exercised on its subsequent 
-history and development. Still, before we can understand 
the superstructure, we must pain some insipht into the feel¬ 
ing on which that syst^to of philosophy is based. When 
Menu had sung of the creation of all ^natural elements, of 
all creatures endowed with life, animals, herbs, and plants, 
all of which' w<ere imagined to be the abode of various im¬ 
prisoned souls, he concluded«with this general reflection — 

** By many-fortned- darkness •encircled, the reward of their deeds, 

i*‘ All are at length endowed with conscious existence, with suscepti¬ 
bility of joy and pain.” “ 

t. 

Tlius in bondage and darkness, yet fraught with feeling, 
conscious of their own guilt, and the doom awaiting tliem, 
they wander on in the path which their Creator Las ap- 
j^ointed them, from the beginning, still drawing nearer and 
nearer to their inevitable goal: — , 

“ Towards this goal they now wander, proceeding from God, descend¬ 
ing low to the plants, 

“ In this fearful world of existence, which sinks ever deeper in ruin 
and destruction.” 

In these words the predominant feeling, the ruling spirit 
of the entire system, is revealed. If all that has been sung 
by poets of antiquity concerning the misery of created 
existence be assembled into one image and under one com¬ 
prehensive form; if tve collect each melancholy gleam and 
fearful conception of tiie world around, which, born of that 
gloomy idea of irrevocable destiny, pervades the poetical 
legends and histories of their gods, and breaks forth in deep- 
souled tragedies, changing the play of poetical imagery and 
diction intoon enduring andoiternal sadness, we shall gain 
the most pei*fect conception of the peculiar characteristics of 
this ancient Indian doctrine. 

We trace to the same source the doctrine of the four 
epochs, which represents each successive division of time as 
more wTetched and degrade/^ than the former, till the fourth 
and now existing period of utter ruin and misery arrives. 
The progress t)f decline in the four conditions of mankind is 
in the same manner illustrative of this constant degradation, 
ever sinking deeper and deeper into the abyss of earthly im- 
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perfection. Hence also arises the doctrine of the three worlds, 
troilokyon; of the three primary powers, troigunyon; of 
which the first is actually brilliant, sotwo ; the second de¬ 
ceptively bright, rojo ; and the third and last utterly dark 
and obscure, tbmo. This theory* ^ constant degradation, 
both in spiritual and physical perfection, pervades the entire 
system of Emanation. , ^ 

Menu supposes the divinb spirit to bfe an immediate 
emanation of the self-existent fselbst), eternal divinity; from 
the spirit proceeds the consciousness; thus the spirit is the 
secondary creative power {the agent in creation ); aa/iv. 
Menu (almost tlfe same with Monoh) c.eated all individual 
beings, after Brahma himself had produced the general pii* 
mary powers of nature and spirit. In the succeeding ex¬ 
planation Bhrigfi • supposes the elements to spring origin¬ 
ally from the divine essence, and also successively from each 
other, according to the different ideas -entertained of their 
respective delicacy aftd perfection. A belief in the law of 
constant ruin and deterioration, and an eternal sorrow, occa¬ 
sioned by the consciousness of guilt and death, constitute the 
vital elements of this doctidne. The degrees or primary 
powers of emanation arc different in different representa¬ 
tions, the imagination of the poet not being always arbitra¬ 
rily confined within these narrow limits. 

It is Brahma, who among the divinities of Indian mytho¬ 
logy belongs especially to this system and sphere of ideas. 
He is described in Menu’s book of laws as the Eternal Spirit, 
the Supreme One, the Sovereign and Lord of Creation ; he 
is the eternal and incomprehensible, the self-existing God, 
the peculiar He, or God himself. In later works the same 
appellations are given to Siva and Vishnu by the particular 
adherents of* those divinitidbt In Menu’s book Brahma 
holds the first rank; the narrower acceptation, in which 
this divinity is huld, merely as the element of the earth, is of 
later date. ^ 

Notwithstanding the rude errors and arbitrary fictions 
with which this philosophy is everywhere overlaid, a fearful 
and horrible superstition having crept into the entire system, 
profaning and polluting every thing it touched, still it cann.pt 
be denied that the early Indians possessed a knowledge of 

* Promulgator of the first code of sacred ordinances. ^ 
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true God t all their writings are replete with sentiments 
^d explosions, noble, clear, and severely grand, as deeply 
eoneeived and reverentially expressed as in any human lan¬ 
guage' in which jnen have spoken of their God. Yet it may 
well be asked, how is it {Possible to account for the existence 
of such lofty wisdom in combinatimi with mrrors so great and 
numerous ? , 

Our astonishirrent is, perhaps, still more excited, by dis¬ 
covering that a belief in the immortality of the soul is teund 
up with the idea of divinity in thia most ancient system of 
»;'v»erstition, than at the noble purity and simplicity of their 
conception of God. Immortality was not with them a mere 
probability, deduced gradually, the result of long study and 
reflection; not some vague imagining of an undefined and 
shadpwy world, but a conviction so certain and decided, 
that the idea of a future life became the ruling motive and 
impulse of all' actions in this; the grand aim and object of 
all laws and arrangements, carried out even in the most 
trifling details. 

It would be utterly impossible to explain this fact, I will 
not say satisfactorily, but even in an intelligible manner, by 
any theory professing to trace the gradual development of 
the human intellect from a state of irrational stupidity, little 
superior to that of the brute creation, up to the highest de¬ 
velopment of soul and intelligence. This is not the place in 
which to lay bare the operation of those deeply hidden 
causes, by which a belief in the immortality of the soul is 
inseparably linked with the knowledge of the true God. I 
merely suggest the question, whether it can be correct to 
seek our proofs of the existence of a God in the usual man¬ 
ner, by syllogisms, probabilities based upon "natural appear¬ 
ances, or tbe“ evidence of internal necessityfor the foot¬ 
steps of the Deity cannot be recognised in external nature, or 
the inner consciousness, unless He be already known and 
acknowledged; and this consideration, by destroying the 
simplicity of the original idea, deprives it of all value. I do 
not here allude to those who assert that the idea of divinity 
is capable of being deduced from consciousness or intern^ 
evidence and the laws of reason; for another power should 
be evoked in their place, the very idea of which has long 
been lost. ,In a word, the Indian doctrine of Emanation, if 
treated as the ofispring of natural reason, is totally inexpli- 
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cable; but, cossidei^d as a perverted cono^tlon of re'^ealBd 
truth, becomes, at once intelligible. We have, then, ample 
reason to conclude, from historical evidence alone, as well as 
upon far higher grounds, that the same glorious Being by 
whom man was so majestically fbrmed and highly gifted,* 
vouchsafed to the newly created one glance into the mys* 
terious depth of his own existence; thus for ever raising 
him above the bondage of his mortal conditidh, placing him 
in communion with the invisible world, and mniching him 
with the lofty, yet dangerous boon*-the faculty of eternal 
happiness or misery. 

We cannot stfppose that original revelation to have bemi 
communicated by the immediate teaching of the Father, in 
symbolic and expressive language, although even that idea 
were far from utterly empty and futile; still it was probably 
rather an impulse of the inner feeling; and where the living 
principle of truth exists, appropriate woyds iQid symbols im¬ 
mediately suggest themselves, and these will be full and ex¬ 
pressive in proportion to the grandeur of the feeling which 
inspires them. But again : how could truths so divinely im¬ 
parted become involved in the misi^s of error ? I would ex¬ 
plain it in this manner. Man, if without the gifts of revela¬ 
tion, would occupy a place with other animals in the general 
plan of creation; perhaps holding the first and highest rank, 
perhaps, on the contrary, the most intrinsically wild and 
savage of them all. Without the free operation and-compre¬ 
hension of divine truth, he would spon become debased into 
a merely blind and senseless instrument. This primitive 
error, which sprang from an abuse of the divine gifts, and 
an eclipsing and misinterpretation of holy wisdom, is clearly 
to be traced in* all the Indian records; and in proportion as * 
our knowledge of this, the ^ost highly cultivated nation of 
antiquity, becomes more perfect and complete, the influence 
of error and diiitorted views will be more clearly and palpably 
evident. The Indian mythology and philosophy is the first 
system which \va8 substituted for the pure light of trftth ’: 
notwithstanding some lingering^ traces of a holier origin, wild 
inventions and savage errors everywhere predominate, and an 
impression of anguish and sorrow, naturally resulting from 
the first rejection of, and estrangement from, revealed truth. 

It will'readily be acknowledged that the ijnfathomablf) 
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ftbyss which was supposed to intervene between the idea of 
infinite perfection in tlie creative essence ani^the visible im¬ 
perfection of the world around, could hardly be inoi*e easily 
and naturally filled up than by the doctrine of Emanation: it 
is, indeed, not merely tl^e'root and basis of all primitive su¬ 
perstition, but an ever-welling spring of poetry and imagina¬ 
tion. According to that doctrine, every thing is an emanation 
of divinity, each distinct existence being, os it were, but a 
more obscure and limited refiection of the supreme head; 
consequently the world',' thus inspired and vivified, becomes 
i ^ p,jisseinblage of Divine Beings, or Gods,—Hylozoismus, not 
merely Polytheism, but, if one may so speak"“all-gbtterie,”— 
an universality of Gods or Pantheism, for the Indian divini¬ 
ties are indeed of countless numbers. Every mythology 
rising from the same fertile source is remarkable from the 
richness of its original inventions, and is thus sufiiciently 
distinguished from 5^11 less perfect systems, or, to speak more 
properly, from those which lie yet morte widely distant from 
the stream of old legendary tradition. Still no mythological 
system has as yet been discovered which can be entirely 
separated from all dependence on nobler ideas, and more cul¬ 
tivated nations; on those, in short, whose creations were drawn 
more immediately from the true and living spring of poetry 
and fancy. Even the Greek philosophy, different ns it is in 
genius and character, partakes, in common with the Indian, 
of this ovei'flowing abundance of indwelling living treasures. 

It seems scarcely necessary to observe that the deification 
of great and holy men is by no means irreconcileable with 
the opinion that all were hut various emanations from the 
same primal source; on the contrary, it rather harmonises 
with that doctrine; since the greater tl)e affinity between the 
divided being *and its pure add glorious origirial, tJie more 
appropriately will it claim a greater measure of reverence 
and regard. 

The ten holy Avatars*, who hold so conspicuous a place 
in Indian philosophy, are numbered among the followers, or 
rather successors, of Brahma, the seven great Ilishis, priests 


* Avatars or incarnations of the Deity. These ten avataras are by 
some arranged according to the thousands of divine years in each of the 
four ages, or in an arithmetical proportion fiom four to one; Buddha 
was the latest iincamation. — Sir W. Jones's IVorks, vol. i. — Trans, 
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and sages of a primitive world, Casyapa, and all the races 
descending through him from Diti and Aditi*, night and 
day, down to the two families of the children of the sun and 
of the offspring of the moon. 

We are here discussing merely the possibility that the 
Indian Avatars were simply deified men, without wishing to 
dispute the opinion previously expressed of their symbolic 
signification. The testimony of^istory ofbeif coincides with 
the idea of emanation, and the^encalogy of avatars and heroes 
with the cosmogony of nature. The seven Mentis, for ex¬ 
ample, represent many periods of infinite duration, subgp^^ 
nate world-creators ard world-disposers; the periods marked 
by the development and apparition of the highest avat43?a« 
But should we, therefore, deny every historical inferenoe 
that may be drawn from that saga? 

To pursue this investigation further at the present moment 
would lead us too much into details, and it fiaay, perhaps, at 
some future day, be more amply illustrated by far richer 
sources that may then be opened to us. The present dis¬ 
quisition on the most important epoch of Oriental genius 
must be restricted to tlie principal features of Indian my¬ 
thology, the intention of which is so clearly and promi¬ 
nently marked that, e\en with the little information we yet 
possess, it is impossible to mistake its intrinsic signification. 

The doctrine of Emanation is seen in the most beautiful 
and favourable light when considere<l as a system of reunion 
with the divine essence- The divide origin of man is con¬ 
tinually inculeaied to stimulate his efforts to return, to ani¬ 
mate him in the struggle, and incite him to consider a reunion 
and re-incorporation with divinity as the one primary object 
of every nctiou and exertion. To this we may attribute the 
holy tendency of so many Indkin laws, customsi and manners, 
and the severe and serious simplicity of their entire life. 
Still the spirit of those institutions may have early vanished, 
leaving only dead forms and penitential exercises too quickly 
assailed and undermined by the growth of error and suj^r- 
stition. ^ 

Irora these ideas of various kinds of living and conscious 
beings, concealed under such a vast diversity of forms, and 
of their perpetual approach towards or departure from the 
common snurce, arose the belief in the Metempsychosis or 

• Casyapa, the ancient god of the heavens, with Aditi his consort. * 
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transmigration of souls. With the same principle was closely 
connected the doctrine of a former life, or pre-existence 
of the soul, and ideas or lofty thoughts and dim remembrances 
of an earlier period, illumined by the immediate aspect of 
divinity, and which were •ever kindled and reawakened in 
the soul by the presence 'of the beautiful.* Calid&ss, in the 
Saoontala” (a national drama), frequently alludes to this 
doctrine as td one generally oknown and admitted. The 
Metempsychosis, wherevm: it is not viewed in a merely phy¬ 
sical light, but as closely connected with a belief in the moral 
. and abasement of all created beings, is unquestionably 
of Indian origin, springing from the belief ix emanation, and 
inculcating the necessity of repentance and purification as 
the terms of reunion with the Supreme Bmng. Thus the 
doctrine of the Metempsychosis, with all its Oriental accom¬ 
paniments embodied in the teaching of Pythagoras, proves 
his philosophy tO have been no Hellenistic invention, although 
it was soon developed and adorned with all the riches of 
Hellenistic genius and ingenuity. We must, then, also be 
prepared completely to reject the oldest and proportionately 
best accounts of the Pythagorean philosophy. 

The same doctrine was common among the Celtic Druids, 
though by what channel it was conveyed thither is less 
certainly known: it is probable that the Etruscans and other 
people of Italy had adopted it before the time of Pj’thagoras, 
and we find very ancient traces of its existence even in the 
extreme north of Europ^. If borrowed by Pythagoras from 
any distant country, he may well have derived it either from 
Egypt or Western Asia. The Egyptian treatment of the 
dead body, which they strove to eternise as much as possible, 
proves the marked difference existing in their ideas of im¬ 
mortality, although the gener^ features and construction of 
the Eg 3 rptian mythology and religion assimilate closely to 
the Indian. Osiris, a suficring and dying god, the leading 
idea of Egyptian m 3 rthology, is best explained by a reference 
to ttie Indian belief in the misery of the natural world, and 
the deep degradation in which its original light and purity 
had become involved. 

Dreams of a former, happier day, 

When heaven was still the spirit’s home, 

. And her wings had not yet fallen away I ” 

Moore’s Epicurean, Tftins, 
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Chat. m. — On Astbologt, jlnd the "wild Worship of 

Natuke. 

The pure morality inculcated b)r»the doctrine of Emanation, 
its positive richness and abundant development of animal life, 
give it the superiority over Pantheism, properly so called, 
which, from its irregular abstract and fi^e^conceptions of 
the infinite God, has long since been consigned to neglect 
and oblivion: still even emanation in its purest form cannot 
be wholly freed from the imputation of fatalism. The 1^4e|!., 
in prede&tination has already been noticed. It is most int^ 
ligibly indicated in the cosmogony of Menu, in a quotation 
which we extract from the tenth volume (the second of the 
poetry). The doctrine of the constant alternation of repose 
and activity, sleep and waking, of the Supreme Being, belongs 
to the same volume: — *• 

" he had created afl things, which beyond the power of imagination 
to conceive, constantly developed themselves, 

He sank back again into himself, time with time now alternating: 
While God is waking, the world rises into motion and activity, 

But if with calm mind he sleeps, theA all decays and perishes.’* 

He then describes more fully the manner in which all the 
earthly being is interwoven with the primitive power and 
energy: — 

« As long as he sweetly sleeps, so of all his life he loses the strength.” 
^nd further: e • 

“ Thus alternating waking and sleep, every thing which moves or is at 
rest 

He brings forth constantly into life, or exterminates it, himself 
nnchanffeable.” 


“ Nunierous world-developments there are, creation, and extermin¬ 
ation ; 

Sportively he produces either, the highest Creator for ever and 
ever,” • • 


The idea of the absence of any specific design in the cre¬ 
ation of the world, and of a merely capricious activity on the 
part of the Creator, is intimately connected with that of a 
ceaseless alternation and revolution. In later* systenws tMs 
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becomes a continual contraction and expansion of the ruling 
principle of strength, the pulsation of the soul of the world. 

Fatalism unfolded among the ancients into a highlj artistic 
and comprehensive system. Astrology too, with all its ac¬ 
companiments of predictien, auguries, lucky and unlucky 
days, forms a most remai^able feature of ancient mythology, 
and even exerts an incalculable influence on modern times. 
The star-worship.of the Egi^ptians, with which was combined 
an apparently rude adoration, of nature, arose not so much 
from a wondering ^)etieal veneration for the beautiful, but 
jj^tjier from the influence of astrology and divination. There 
exist in the human heart and brain so many impulses and 
principles likely to lead from the veneration of the divinity 
into a worship of rude natural strength, — the adoration of 
the Creator so easily sinks and degenerates into that of the 
thing created, that it would be superfluous to insist further 
on a point so vccll known and universally acknowledged; let 
it then suffice to observe, that in ancient Asia also, not mere 
indications, but absolute proofs, are everywhere to be found 
of a completely material train of thought. This materialism 
might, in contradistinction to that prevailing in Europe, be 
called the Oriental; and it is certainly, as far as it has hitherto 
been investigated, of a peculiar and very original character. 
In tracing the historical gradations and progress of Oriental 
philosophy, this doctrine appears immediately to succeed 
those of Emanation, Return, and Metempsychosis. The 
astrological belief mighty perhaps, supply a clue for tracing 
the progress of degeneracy fi'om the religious idea once en¬ 
tertained to one so entirely material; but this is not neces¬ 
sary ; for in the cosmogony of Menu, the most ancient work 
yet known on ludian philosophy, many indications of ma¬ 
terialism are to be found. Tho symbol of the'world-egg * 
indeed, which is known also among the Egyptians, may be 
considered as a mere image of childlike antiquity; but the 
Matra, the seed particle of the world, must have liad some 
refei'ence to philosophy, whether the idea of separate atoms 
existed at this period also as well as subsequently; whether 

* Brahmd is said to have been born in a golden egg, blazing like a 
thousand suns: after dwelling there for ages, meditating on himself, he 
divided the egg into two equal parts, and formed heaven ^nd earth,— 
Trans. 
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those Greek philosophers were in the right who maintained 
that the atomic system was of Oriental origin, cannot be de¬ 
cided until we have a more perfect acquaintance with the 
sects of Paschandisten, Shoktisten, and the Atheistic systems, 
as (Jharval, &c., the principles which may at least be 
clearly gathered from the yefutatfcns of their opponents, 
although their own writings are now almost entirely lost. 
Tlie little we know of the pjiiloSbphy of t^je Phoenicians is 
involved in too much uncertainty to afford any grounds for 
a decisive conclusion; the probability that its doctrines 
were solely and entirely of this kind. ^ 

The wild adoption of mere physical strength holds a Tar 
too important place in tlie various different elements out of 
which the religion of the Hindoos gradually developed itself 
It is presented under two characters; sometimes as an inex¬ 
haustible creative power, and sometimes as an all-annihilat'* 
ing principle of destruction, and is thus embodied in tlie 
Avorsliip of Siva*, aad of the terrific Hurga.! Images of 
deatli and pleasure, intermingling in horrible combination 
Bacchantic licentiousness and bloody human sacrifices. The 
idea of eternity, interwoven with the general plan of this phi¬ 
losophy, and ever pointing backwards to a holier origin, in¬ 
vested the nature-worship and materialism of the Orientals 
with a peculiarly fearful character, fur different from the mere 
sensuality winch reigned in the religion of many wild and 
uncivilised nations ; for the most frightful errors are too 
frequently produced by the perversion and demoralisation of 
the loftiest and noblest principles. 

The worship of nature has extended so widely that our 
ohseryations must be confined to a few of its most important 
peculiarities. .All those gods whose wrath could be ap¬ 
peased, or their favour propitiated by human*sacrifices, be¬ 
tray their affinity with the Indian Siva and Kali. To 
this class belong also the Baal and Moloch of the Syrians and 
Plicunicians: few people have ever been so completely under 
the dominion ofi materialism and the wild worship of Batftre 
as the Pluenicians. The Gallic Esus, too, was of the same 
family : in his worship the Gauls poured forth such streams 


• Siva, Seeva; the same with Brahma, 
f Duiga, the wife of Brahma j the same with Seraswatti, 
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of blood as were unparalleled in ancient times, and of which 
the modem era afib^s no example, except in the idol wor¬ 
ship of the Mexicans. The* adoration of the Lingam, and 
the all-creating Yoni, holds a more important place in the 
star and animal worship of the ancient Egyptians than is 
generally supposed. l%e use ^ of the Ph^us in festivals 
and symbols is said by Herodotus to have been borrowed 
from the Eg 3 ^t^an 8 . Th^ emblematic monuments erected 
by tlie victorious Sesostris, at every stage of his progress, 
may be far more naturally explained as general symbols of 
^thv^ superstition than according to the moral signification 
assigned them by Herodotus, who considexs them to have 
typified the masculine courage or womanly cowardice of the 
conquered nations. The Phoenician Astarte, the Phrygian 
Cybele, the Ephesian Artemisia, and even the German 
Hertha, perhaps differ only in unessential points from the 
Indian Bhavadi.* The fundamental idea of all-creating 
infinite physical vigour is evidently theacharacteristic of each 
divinity. The worship of the goddess Mylitta, called by 
the Armenians Anaitis, and by the ancient Arabs Alilath, 
appears to have been most predominant in Babylon, and the 
states dependent on the Babylonian empire. It is not im¬ 
probable that the term Yavanern is employed in old Indian 
MSS. to designate all those western nations who adhered to 
that worship, indicating not any distinct race or people, but a 
religious sect. Certainly the Yavanern mentioned in Menu’s 
Book of Laws, with the .Pahlavi, and other uncivilised races 
of the warrior stem, could not have been the Greeks who ac¬ 
companied Alexander, because they are afterwards compre¬ 
hended under the general denomination of people of the West. 

A similar veneration of the physical strength and vigour 
of nature, alt*iough more refi)fed and softened among the 
polished Greeks and liomans, and not carried out in so full 
and connected a form, was nevertheless the vital spirit of 
classic mythology, as must be acknowledged by all whose 
resliarches have not been purely antiquarian. A severe 
sense of propriety checked a.nd restrained among the Romans 
the licentiousness of this wild nature-worship; either because 
with them the idea still retained more of its original purity 
and excellen(;c, or from the influence exercised by the ad- 

* Bhavani or Farvati, the wife of Siva. 
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mirable legislators of their earlier times. The structure of 
the Greek mythology, however, probably on account of the 
greater versatility and iightness of their character, was loose 
and free; and the ancient superstitiiitns were lost ere long, or 
wrapt in a glowing veil of mythologlb%l fictions; while many 
separate ideas and doctrines were probably borrowed from a 
far better and purer system, of whi<j|i we shall ^bsequently 
have occasion to speak. • • 

Oriental Materialism possessed, in common with the doc¬ 
trine of Emanation, an inexhaustible* fund of fancy and 
imagination ; nay, the wild enthusiasm, which there replace 
the earlier impre^ion of weariness and pain, is the one 
remarkable source of everygigantic invention in history or 
mythology. Even the deification of heroes was founded on 
the principle of nature-worship; the creative or destructive 
power of nature being so peculiarly evidencec^ in warriors- 
and heroes, that they readily become personificatibns of those 
attributes. The six-artned war-god Carticeyd or Scondoh, 
is represented in Indian fable as the son and constant at¬ 
tendant of Siva. Perhaps not heroes only, but even great 
inventors and discoverers, were also> deified. The human 
intellect must have been flattered in no slight degree by the 
first steps towards unveiling the mysteries of nature, since 
those early discoveries appear marvellous even to the calm 
investigator of history. With the worship of the stars and 
other works of creation which formed the theme of these 
discoveries, it seemed natural to combine the adoration of 
that wisdom and science which had led to the discoveries ; 
this will account for the widely diffused idea of Hermes or 
Thauts, and possibly of the earliest Indian Buddha also. 
Ganeschah*, another inventive god, was the constant com¬ 
panion of Siva! I must remllrk, in conclusidh, that the 
great antiquity of this portion of Indian philosophy and 
tradition, is incontestably proved by the monuments existing 
at Ellora, and in the island of Elephanta ; the symbolism oj 
the Indians, Egyjftians, and even of the Greeks, can have 
arisen only from that source. Unman sacrifices are com¬ 
manded in the Veda to be offered to the goddess Kali; but 
before positively asserting this, it would perhaps be desir¬ 
able to consult the text, with the assistance of a mature 

* Ganesa, son of Siva, god of wisdom. • 
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critical work, by which the antiquity of the whole might be 
satisfactorily proved, andjater additions distinguished and 
separated from the original work. 


C < 

CuAP. IV. — The Doctrine of the Two Principles. 

The subject we are‘ now approaching is one of the most 
beautiful in the whole sphere of ancient Heathenism — the 
worship of light, and the sun. The doctrine of Dualism, the 
Oriental philosophy of two contending principles, and the 
eternal strife between good and evil, are aU members or ad¬ 
juncts of this religion. Wherever any traces of it are re¬ 
cognised, it nppeai-8 to have maintained a vigorous contest 
against the Material disposition of mind already noticed, even 
as though it were a reappearance of tliat divine light of truth, 
which was too early lost and forgotten. The spirit of this 
philosophy is completely ideal: it is true that the idea of 
self-acting oneness (ichheit) is common to all Indian systems ; 
and the derivation of all light and vigour from the spiritual 
essence of the one Supreme Being is found to be of more uni¬ 
versal acceptation the higher we advance in tracing the his¬ 
tory of Oriental philosoj»hy: in this sense, therefore, the epithet 
Ideal may justly be applied to almost every Eastern system. 
The pecuiliar aflSnity of Oriental and European Idealism con¬ 
sists principally in the opinion that activity, life, and free¬ 
dom can alone be recognised as actually ctFective in their 
operation ; dead repose and motionless inactivity being con¬ 
demned as utterly void and ineffective. It°is true that great 
pbilosophiciH difficulties ma^' be raised against this system, 
considered as such; if, for example, the principle of evil be 
described, as in eternal opposition to all holiness and virtue, 
must recognise the existence of a separate power, dis¬ 
tinct from, if not co-equal with, the Supreme Divinity, and 
consequently maintaining*'the position he occupies in the 
world by his own independent strength, and thus destroying 
all idea of unity. But if, as is usually the case, it be as¬ 
serted that the opposing principle is finally overpowered and 
subdued, Jbhriman being transformed, and once more united 
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with and reconciled to Ormuz, the principle of disunion is 
virtually abandoned ; everything melts pantheistically into 
one single essence, and the eternal distinction between good 
and evil is completely set aside. Ypt, notwithstanding these 
defects, the intellectual religion of the^Persians deserves to 
rank next to the Christian iiii^i and doctrine, as propounded 
in the Old Testament and dev^lopid and completed in the 
New: its severe truth and hi^ moral tendency give it a 
decided superiority to all other Oriental systems. 

The distinction between good and evil must unavoidal^^ 
be neutralised by,the doctrines of Pantheism. However it 
may seek in words to refute that imputation, a belief in 
emanation crushes all freedom of mind and spirit, by the 
infinite weight of conscious guilt, and the conviction that idl 
created beings liave been wretched from their eternal origin, 
down to the present time. The doctrine of the^Two Princi¬ 
ples, and of the strife between good and'e’^il, forms a medium 
between those two extremes, and is in itself a mighty im¬ 
pulse, prompting to a similar struggle, an unquenchable 
source of pure morality and virtue. Whatever may have been 
the hidden origin of this doctrine and these systems, they 
must, undoubtedly, be referred to a period of very remote 
antiquity; for Zerdusht merely reproduced the doctrines, 
and can scarcely, indeed, have been the first even to revive 
them; their origin must unquestionably claim our venera¬ 
tion, even if it be not esteemed divine, for the free life of 
pure moral strength cannot be embodied in theory, unless it 
be first in active operation. This doctrine is, indeed, no 
subtle speculation of inventive fancy; and the strife between 
the principles ofi good and evil will be an empty and un¬ 
meaning phrase to all except y^ose who, anima^id by a pure 
enthusinsm for virtue and holiness, have striven, with the 
whole energy and power of their nature, against the pre¬ 
vailing power and encroachments of the spirit of evil. 
Although from the simplicity of its structure and componeilt 
parts, this philosophy may be reduced to a system, it does 
indeed deserve a far loftier namt!, — it is life and action. 
Whoever, by his own free operation, lias gained a conscious¬ 
ness of his moral existence, may thence be enabled to com¬ 
prehend the Jife of nature. 

This religion does not make the wild vigour eft' destruc** 

11 a 
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tive power of nature the objects of its adoration; not enjoy¬ 
ment nor death, but the purest and most beneficent elements, 
fire and light, therefore life, and indwelling spirit generally. 
The seven Amshaspands. or genii of the elements, and pri¬ 
mary powers of existence, stand, like so many kings of nature, 
around the throne of their sovereign ruler. Heaven is thronged 
by the sacred Feruers, the divine prototypes and ideas of all 
created things. Mythras, the star of day, and friend of man, 
stands as the mediator between him and the divinity; all 
bloody sacrifices are abolished, and the sacred union and cn- 
*jdyment of the pure Horn and Miezd, consecrated by the 
priest at the altar, signifies an internal communion with 
God, through the noblest strength and luxuriant produce of 
his blooming productions. 

The adoration of the elements, however, is not the only 
characteristic-feature of this religion ; heroes and warriors, 
also, became objects of worship ; yet they were no longer 
adored merely as destroyers and conquerors, nor reverenced 
on account of their physical strength and vigour, but as 
heavenly conquerors of the giants, triumphant over the 
powers of darkness and the spirits of hell. The combat be¬ 
tween Iran and Turan is but an earthly counterpart of the 
eternal struggle between the powep of good and evil, perpetu¬ 
ally carried on in heaven. Feridun and Rustan, whose names 
have been so often celebrated in heroic song, subdue and 
fetter the savage strength of Zohak and Afrasiab; but 
Dscheraschid appears, resplendent above them all, the ideal 
of a perfect king, shining forth in the gloom of an obscure 
antiquity. A realm of perfect happiness, W'here light at 
length reigns triumphant in joy and blessedness, becomes a 
necessary appendage of this /system of philosophy, no less 
than the perfection of the original condition of the world, 
when Meshia and Meshianc-s wandered in the garden of in¬ 
nocence : a condition which the religion of Zerdusht seeks 
oitly to restore. 

All the loveliest fables of Indian mythology owe their 
birth to this philosophy. tVe may trace back to this source 
the all-preserving, beneficent, and sagacious Vishnoo, with 
his followers and attendants. His feminine image and con¬ 
sort has, however, no resemblance to the wild speuso of Siva, 
Ahe fearful Kali. She is the lily of heaven (Pedmah), the 
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blessed and ever blessing goddess Lacsbmi, or Sri, the lovely 
daughter of the benignant sea^god Varuna. Cama, the 
god of love, is always found near to her, and the sun-god 
Indra, the friend of man, surrounded by all blessed and 
beneficent spirits, genii, and celelt^al nymphs. Vishnoo 
frequently appeared upon earth, under the various forms of a 
king, a sage, a wonder-working -^aiTior and Jiero, but al¬ 
ways with the intention of checking the progress of crime, 
exterminating giants and unfriendly powers, and animating 
all good genii to suppo^ and protect their leader, the high- 
fiouled Indrd. • • 

This noble ideh has been greatly defaced by arbitrary 
fables and inventions; feigning that God, like another Pro¬ 
teus, assumed not only the human form, and appeared in the 
character of a philosopher or hero, but also took that of a 
turtle, a boar, a man-lion, and a fish. Still, the mere concep¬ 
tion of so grand an idea as the incarnation of*«, God, is an 
abiding proof of the "profound reflective character of the 
Indian mind, and of the high degree of intelligence with 
which that people was endowed. The same pure and beau¬ 
tiful idea of affording salvation to the pure in heart, and 
annihilating all evil and destructive powers, may be seen 
under every variety of form. We occasionally find in other 
systems of mythology, if based on high moral principle8,’«uch 
descriptions of heroes as almost answer to our ideas of god¬ 
like virtue; heroes, who, obedient to sublime laws, and in 
tlu; performance of glorious duties, li^oured only to subvert 
the wicked, and raise and protect the good. But in no Her¬ 
cules or hex'O of the poet’s song is the idea of deified 
humanity so vividly embodied as in that of the Indian 
llama, the geneVous conqueror, whose voluntary exile and 
loneliness, anil sometimes ftftunate, sometimes unhappy 
affection for Sita, has been so sweetly and dtdiciously sung. 

This doctrine mounts to a still higher grade of perfe<!tion, 
if we consider the lofty morality in life and doctrine of tj^e 
Indian hermits .dhd munis, particularly as they arc described 
in the Puranas. The austere seif-denial of those old peni¬ 
tents and rishis, who by voluntary and self-inflicted torture 
thought to extort as it were a higher degree of virtue, hap¬ 
piness, and supei'natural power, are thrown rather into the 
background^ and we are struck occasionally by th^ sweetest 

I I 3 • 
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Tesignation and trust in God, a sentiment fraught with 
humility and pure heavenly love. 

The worship of Vi8hnoo"holds so important a place in the 
philosophy of the Vedas, that it becomes a question of sur¬ 
passing interest, whether the doctrines and opinions there 
promulgated concerning him ore precisely the same as those 
contained in the Puranas. This certainly is not the case in 
the book of Menu, but the qusstion need not now be debated, 
as we already possess sufficient data to enable us to arrange 
in their proper order the various stages and strata of its 
, general progress and development, bht without attempting to 
determine the exact chronology of each, of to form them into 
a regular history. 

This system is not purely poetical, although many and 
indeed the most beautiful among the Persian and Indian 
fables were founded on the doctrine of the two principles 
and the worship of the free spirit of nature. The full mean¬ 
ing and intention of many fictions of the Greek and Latin 
mythology also, as well as the Northern, is first seen when 
they are considered as forming part of that cycle of ideas. 
Still, notwithstanding their inherent poetic spirit, they will 
generally be found susceptible of a philosophical construc¬ 
tion and interpretation. Even in the symbolism of the 
Persians w« discover a certain regular proportion in the 
symbolic figures, a form symmetrically constructed, and the 
first germ of which is in Dualism, in the antagonism or 
alternate manifestation of the primary powers. It seems 
highly probable that a philosopliical system of similar intent 
and spirit was also common among the Indians. Whether 
the principles of Dualism were contained in the Nyaya phi- 
lo30|)hy*, next to the Mimansa. the oldesf now extant, or 
whether thectwo systems of‘Madhwo and Rainanujo, into 
which the adherents of Vishnoo divided themselves, and 
which are noticed and contrasted in the writings of the 

The word Nyaya in tlie MS. copy of the Amaracotha, is explained 
by certamen, combat, unless the name of that philosophy should be 
differently derived through ntyo/f, he ordains (constituif), whence niti, the 
doctrine of morality. According to the first explanation, NyayA may 
also be supposed to mean dialectic; but our ideas of Indian philosophy 
arc as yet so undecided, that Nyayd is sometimes explained as referring 
to a branch of philosophic logic, and at others as a decided system, and 
belonging to a distinct sect. ' 



B. IL CH. IV.] THE DOCTiyUI^ OF THE TWO PKINCIPLE8. 487 

Vedas, arose from the same source, may be seen by future 
researches, which may also decide the question as to whe¬ 
ther Zcrdusht adopted ludian dbctrines exclusively, or the 
reverse. Since so much unquestionably proceeded from 
India, may not a little at least hate flowed back thither ? 
It should be constantly remembered ^at this is by no means 
impossible, and we ought therefore to be 0 |^ our guard 
against mistaking circumstanses, which are*merely of fre¬ 
quent occurrence, for an universal law to the neglect of 
individual dissimilaritie.^ * 

Some foreign admixtures may be discovered in almASt» 
every, branch of Indian writings, but the Puranas are un¬ 
questionably the first in which the religion and fictions of 
Vishnoo predominate, partly, indeed,'in the same philoso¬ 
phical sense which they bear in later systems. We also 
meet in the Puranas with personages and histories borrowed 
from the Holy Scriptures ; not merely those which, like the 
history of Noah, were' familiar to all nations and people, but 
others also which appear peculiar to the sacred writings; 
the history of Job, for example: still we must not too has¬ 
tily conclude that they were borrowed immediately from the 
records of the Old Testament by Indian poets and sages, for 
it is probable that the Hebrews and Persians, and again the 
Persians and Indians, may have had more ideas in common 
than is usually supposed. , 

Although the system we have been describing appears 
in a most favourable light, in comparison with other ancient 
superstitions, still even here, as in every' case in which the 
high manifestation of divine light was not preserved in un¬ 
sullied purity in the soul, errors and superstitions early 
became annexed to the truth, and the false bias given in 
those ancient limes was followed up with so much eagerness 
and unanimity, that the most beautiful and sublime ideas 
often gave rise to customs and ceremonies which cannot 
be contemplated without abhorrence. A feeling of the in¬ 
effable beauty, purity, and holiness of the primal elements, 
though in itself both poetically beautiful and at the same 
time a profound and unquestionable truth, gave birth to an 
anxious and fearful horror of polluting and corrupting thiMt 
sacred spring of life, the etherial essence of nature, by con¬ 
tact with human corpses. To inter a dead body xq, liie earth, 

11 4 • 
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or oven to consume it in the still holler element of hre, wad 
therefore condemned by tlie Persian religion aa almost the 
greatest crime of which any human being could be guilty, 
and hence arose the fearful practice, common among the 
ancient Magi, of giving fthe bodies of their- dead to be torn 
to pieces by wild beasts; a Custom which is still in force in 
Thibet, notwithstanding |;he change of religion : It has even 
extended into the northern corner of Asia, as far as Kams- 
chatka, in the same manner in which customs and ceremonies 
often subsist, even, when the government or legislation under 
<wHch they were first appointed is no longer in being. This 
belief, however, is not generally insisted' upon as a philo¬ 
sophical principle, or at least not as a severe and exclusive 
system; and it is therefore probable that many old astro¬ 
logical errors and superstitions may similarly have crept into 
the pure worship of nature and the elements, or may soon 
have found w path of return thither. 

That divine light of which the 'present treatise more 
peculiarly treats, was constantly described as a principle 
and essence of gradual development; the morning dawvn 
heralding a better time, but preceded by a far diflerent 
period of darkness and obscurity: we are thus led back to 
the material idea of original gloom a.nd chaos, and of Night, 
the mother of all created tilings. 

I recall these facts merely in refutation of the belief that 
a mythology which, like the Greek, sprang from Cliaos, or 
Night, a.s the mother of all things, must consequently be pure 
materialism, and be incompatible with the clear and glowing 
ideas which distinguished the Oriental systems, and whose 
influence is so widely different throughout the realms of 
fancy and imagination. 

Yet the religion of light, Originally so pure 'and beautiful, 
has been much corrupted in other respects. This system of 
philosophy has had more influence than any other, except the 
astrological superstition, on the establishment and formation 

secret societies and mysteries. A loftiet degree of illu¬ 
mination ought indeed to bring with it an increase of hu¬ 
mility and love; but the .slightest estrangement from the 
pure source of truth, even in the most highly gifted, leads 
to pride rather than to more gentle and gracious sen¬ 
timents ; gnd those who believed themselves endowed with 



B. n. CH. V^] . , P^THEISU. 489 

clearer revelations of bidden wisdoni, separating in disdainful 
and mysterious selfishness from their feUpir-men, presumed 
in their seclusion to assume the place of that Providence 
which governs all, etmsidering other men hut as blind tools 
for the working out of their peouliar aim and object, and 
holding themselves justified in thus employing them. 

This was probably the case in the earliest antiquity, as 
well as in our own time, and perhaps faamore frequently 
than is usually imagined. • 


Chap. V. — Pantheism. 

Among the various Oriental systems of philosophy, which, 
on account of their great historic weight and widely extended 
influence, claim our consideration, one only, Pantheism, now 
remains to be noticed. The spirit of this system may be 
recognised in the religion of the Buddhists, which at the 
commencement of the Clu'istian era,' 1000 years after its first 
origin, was common to the natives of Thibet, China, Ceylon, 
and the whole eastern peninsula of Lidia, besides the people 
of Tartary and the North. The doctrine of the nothingness 
of all matter, to which the belief in its unity or oneness so 
naturally leads, has at least been ntt^buted to Fo, the Chinese 
philosopher, as his peculiar, most essential, and esoteric doc¬ 
trine, founded on the clearest and most distinct science; but 
a doctrine which supposes every object in creation to bo thus 
nullified and tfbsorbed into an abstract and negative concep¬ 
tion of the Eternal, is too thoroughly visional^ and untenable 
to subsist for more than a very brief period. 

It must not be forgotten that the Pantheistic philosophy 
is considered the latest of the Oriental systems; the historical 
evidence on which this is asserted will be cited below f and 
I shall merely remark in this, place, that the profound and 
vital idea originally entertained of the Eternal and his al¬ 
mighty power, must have been greatly vitiated and enfeebled 
before it could descend to lose itself in the false and visionary 
notion of the oneness or unity of all things, so distant too 
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from the doctrine of their nullity. All other Oriental doc¬ 
trines, however disguised by error and fiction, are founded 
in, and dependent on, divide and marvellous revelations; 
but Pantheism is the ofihpring of unassisted reason, and 
therefore marks the transition from the Oriental to the 
European philosophy. It is ne less flattering to the self- 
conceit of man^han to his Indolence. When once men have 
arrived at the conclusion that is unity, an opinion at once 
so comprehensive and all-annChilating, further research or 
investigation is deemed superfluous; every thing that is 
di-vine, drawn from other sources, or believed in by other 
men, appears, to their superficial reasoning, to be merely the 
delusive folly of superstition, and even life itself, with its 
mutations, is, in their eyes, but a fallacious and unsubstantial 
semblance of reality. 

If any energy of mind or depth of feeling still survive, and 
the doctrine ho carried out in its fullest scope and intensity, 
it certainly assumes a very different, and at the same time a 
most fearful, character. In India more especially, it has 
frequently prompted a system of voluntary and self-inflicted 
torture, which to the calm contemplator seems almost in¬ 
credible: like the spirit-crushing martyrdom of the Yogis 
and Sonnyasis, who aimed at a total annihilation of self as the 
highest perfection. In colder and feebler natures, however, 
the doctrine of Pantheism engendered a belief that guilt itself 
was but an empty delusion, and the conviction that all, being 
one, must be equally perfect, brought with it a false and glit¬ 
tering semblance of internal peace. 

In China, however, where Pantheism prevailed long before 
the time when the religion of Buddha was introduced, this 
latter may perhaps have borrowed a little from the former. 
In other countries, generally; "Buddhism assumes a very 
mingled form, and we find in it many doctrines drawn from 
the worship of Siva especially. In Tartar Buddhism we 
discover a more than usually hideous and distorted image of 
the‘fearful and destructive power of divinity. Turner found 
in Thibet festivals of Kali, the restoration of Carticeya and 
Ganesa, end the entire suite of Siva. 

The Chinese Number-philosophy, as set forth in the old 
Y-king*, the Book of Unity, comprises another and very 

* l-king, sometimes called the Book of Changes. 
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pure system of Pantheism. This is one of the most re- 
markable records existing of Oriental philost^hy. Although 
Fo-hi, who is named as its adthor, is a merely fictitious 
character, still the circumstance that the true meaning of 
the work had long been a subject ^of dispute even in the 
time of Kon-fu-tse* (in the year 550 B.C.), who was the 
last of its classical expounders, proves it at^once to have 
been of great antiquity. It is not written in the ordinary 
chai’acter, but in peculiarly simple forms and symbols, and 
is therefore the less likely to have been changed or falsified. 
The great Supreme Being, of whom this hieroglyphic l)po^ 
treats, is also c&lled Tao, or divine reason, through which 
all things are created; or Tai-ki, the great supreme point, 
through whom all things are produced, and in whom all dis* 
tinction and separation terminates.^ This great one is 
divided into two primary equations, or beings of contrasting 
powers and attributes, from whose various dennexions and 
combinations every thing comes into existence according to 
a certain fixed mechanism and blind necessity, the laws of 
which are imposed by Tao. The Yn and Yang—the per¬ 
fect, masculine and active ; and the^imperfect, feminine and 
passive; are symbolised, the first by entire and unbroken, 
the second by a broken line ; these again produce four other 
combinations, signs, or symbols, as they are called; the 
greater and lesser Yang, and the gi*eater and lesser Yn, re¬ 
spectively expressed by two broken or unbroken lines placed 
parallel, and the two lesser by a brqjsen line placed above or 
below the unbroken. The eight koua, or symbols, in the 
threefold combination of the Yang and Yn, are the eight 
elementary powers.;}: Moral ideas might once have been 
conveyed by the six-fold combination and reduplication of 

• Confucius. 

f The ji^reut first principle has engendered or produced two equations 
and differences, or primary rules of existence, but these two primary 
rules or oppositions, namely, Yn and Yang, or repose and motion, — th« , 
affirmative and negative, as we might otherwise call them,—have proouced 
four signs or symbols, and these four# symbols have produced the eight 
koua, or furtlier combinations. See Philosophy of Ilistoryj p. 130. 

I 1. Kien, or ether. 2. Kni, or pure water. 3. Li, or pure fire. 
4. Tchin, or thunder. 5. *Tiun, the wind. 6- Kan, common water. 
7. Keu, o ipountain, and 8. Kuen, the earth. — ScklegeVn PhiloiOphy of 
History^ p. 131, 
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that triple form. But all are soon lost in a mere play of 
DumberS) — or, to speak philosopUoally, all that apparent 
individu^ty is merely a dMerence in degree and combina¬ 
tion. In the Number-philosophy of Kon-fu-tse, the five, as 
the perfect middle num^, ranks highest, ahd not the four 
or the six, as in other systemstof Number-philosophy; and 
the five first ^en numbers, up to ten, belong, according to 
him, to the heavenly, the five uneven, on the contrary, to 
the earthly powers. '• 

If Pantheism is not a mere theory and sentiment, as would 
^U^ar from the description of the Indian Yogis and Sonny- 
asis, contained in the Bhagavatgita, but is (Considered in the 
light of a scientific system, it will prove to be nothing more 
than a combination-play of the positive and negative, framed 
according to the mere mechanism of reason, which is far 
better expressed by a number-symbolism of the kind above 
■described, than it could be in words. Finding a place as it does 
in the earliest form of Pantheism, it ap|)ears probable that it 
originated in the later alterations and debasement of Dualism. 
When the doctrine of the Two Principles ceased to be a re¬ 
ligious belief, and was degraded into a merely philosophical 
Bystem, the idea of the two primal powers being united and 
absorbed into one higher being could hardly fail to be 
■admitted. 

The original signification of the Yang is, according to De 
■Guignes, light and movement; of the ■ Yn, darkness and 
repose. Many Chinese ^loctrines and traditions, before the 
time of Kon-fu-tse, bear an undeniable resemblance to the 
Persian ideas, similar to that which wo have already noticed 
between the Chinese and Scriptural records. Those coun¬ 
tries had, indeed, more intercourse than would appear at the 
first glance. The principal seaf'of the old religion of China 
was in the north-west province of Shen-see, and the Persian 
laith ruled in Bactria. The philosopher Laokiun had jour¬ 
neyed far into the west. 

IS it not possible, then, that a similar connexion may have 
subsisted between the Indian Sanchya, or Number-philoso¬ 
phy of Kopilo, and the Chinese ? The philosophy of Fo 
did, undoubtedly, at a later period, travel from India into 
China, and may not the same have happened with other 
systems? In the commentary on Menu’s book of laws, 
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Mahat and Avyakto, the mighty, the incomprehensible and 
indivisible, are cited as the two j)rinciples of the philosophy 
of Kopilo. Bat perhaps this apparent Dualism had a similar 
meaning in the Y-king. The Bbagavatgita removes every 
doubt as to the Pantheistic tendeifcy of the Sanchy^ philo> 
sophy, and we must therefor^ conclude that the author either 
completely misunderstood it, or violently wrested the mean* 
ing to Support his own systenf In the Bhaglivatgita, and all 
other works ascribed to Vyasa^ we remark the prevalence of 
the Vedanta philosophy, of whicli he was the founder, and 
this system is consequently, better known to us thanmiy 
other Indian theory. 

It is clearly seen, even from the,translation, to be pure 
Pantheism; and the philosophical precision of the origina:! 
record would probably make some passages even more for-* 
cible. Certainly, however, it was, as its pame, Vedanta, 
indicates, merely a remodelling of that ancienfindian system 
hallowed by the tradition of the Vedas, 

The ancient Saga, as well as the ancient construction, are 
preserved throughout; but, wherever it is possible, the new 
meaning is interpolated, and all referred to that one great 
supreme being — the highest Brahma; also Ghuinyon, the 
object of knowledge, is here expressively defined as the me¬ 
dium between being and not being,—Sot and Osot (chap. 13.). 
Yet there are. numerous passages directed against the Veda 
itself; and the unqualified praise bestowed upon the Sanchyic 
philosophy, in preference to every«other, seems to indicate 
an actual agreement with that system. 

It has, nevertheless, been maintained by some few writers* 
that these three systems are three branches of philosophy, 
the Sancliya being physics, the Mimansii ethics, and the 
Nyaya. dialectics; while otTiers, on the coiftrary, consider 
them to be so many systems of philosophy; among which, 
the Nyaya would deserve peculiar attention, as one of the 
most ancient, and, with the exception of the MimansL the 
only one mentioned in the book of Menii, and numbered 
with it among the Upangas.* The moral spirit of the 
Mimansii, and the speculative creativeness of the Sanchyk, 
agree with the rank which we have assigned them in our 

* There •are four Upanjias, called Purana, Vydya, Mimansd, and 
Dhermas^&tra. — Sir Wm. Jones. 
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Bystematic arrangement of Indian philosophy. A further 
acquaintance witli Indian wqrks may render a more distinct 
division possible; it is enough for the present that Menu’s 
book of laws enables us to judge with tolerable accuracy of 
those very ancient Indian‘‘doctrines, which form the basis of 
their legislature, — the essential characteristics of the Ve¬ 
danta philosophy (which, an the latest, closes the entire series 
of Indian literafbre,) are plainly set forth in the Bhagavat- 
gita. 

Indian literature* may, for the gi*eater facility of investi¬ 
gation, be provisionally divided into four epochs. The first 
will (5omprisc the Vedas, and other writings closely con¬ 
nected with them, as Menu’s book of laws: the Vedas, 
though perhaps corrupted by single interpolations, cannot 
have been entirely remodelled; and the fact that, in so short 
a space of time, vocabularies wore already required for the 
correct understanding of the text, argues much in favour of 
its genuineness. The intention ascribed to the Rigv6da and 
Yajurveda, compiled in prose, was difl'erent, being that of a 
magical and liturgical cosmogony *, while the Samavod, in 
verse, is moral, but probably with many mythical and histo¬ 
rical circumstances interwoven, as is the case with the Mano- 
vondhormoshastron. 

Another grand epoch is formed by the works ascribed to 
Vyasa, the eighteen Puranas, the Maluibhurata, and the Ve¬ 
danta philosophy. Although the books attributed to him 
are so numerous that they cannot possibly have been the pro¬ 
duction of one single individual, still it is probabh', that a 
similarity of doctrine and opinion prevails in all, with but 
little dissimilarity in the general style, from which, however, 
that of Menu’s Book of Laws difiiu'S in a remarkable degree. 

As the Vedvis appear to givvi’ the earliest intelligible in¬ 
dications of the gradual and mysterious operation ol’ a false 
tendency, the writings which intervene between it and the 
Puranas will probably prove equally instructive and im¬ 
portant. Nearly ali tlie philosophical writings of earlier 
date than the Vedanta may b«. classed with them, some being 
simply in accordance with it, as th,* Sanchya, and others 
again disputing and opposing the doctrines inculcated in it; 
besides these, the Ramayana, and probably also many other 
poems, whicli are afterwards more fully worked up in the 
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Puranas. The p’eat antiquity of the Mahabharati and R6- 
mayana, in the internal structure at least, if not in outward 
form, is incontestably proved by the monuments existing at 
Ellora and elsewhere. 

This, then, I should term the sfic^nd epoch. The Puranas 
and other w'orks of Vyass form the third; hnally the fourth 
and latest epoch is formed by Cglidas and other poets, who 
clothed the old sagas and Id^ends which till then had been 
considered the exclusive projJtrty of the priesthood, in more 
popular forms as dramas or poems, *and* thus fitted them for 
universal admiration and appreciation. • • 

But the most important periods of Indian, and indeed of 
Oriental pliilosophy and religion gengrally, are the following: 
first, the diffusion of the pure doctrine of Emanation, which 
at length degenerated into astrological superstition and fa¬ 
natic materialism ; and the doctrine of the JVo Principles, 
which subsequently was transformed from Dualism into Pan¬ 
theism. * 

Oriental philosophy and its influence on the human mind 
has never been more deeply debased than in its alliance with 
Pantheism, which is as destructive.to morality as even Ma¬ 
terialism, while its influence on fancy and imagination is 
equally fatal. It is quite probable that in India, where, 
notwithstanding a great apparent uniformity, there existed 
such a diversity of intellectual and spiritual development, 
many single instances of ordiftary scepticism or even of an 
empiric tendency may be found, diut whether these indi¬ 
cations were ever developed into a regular system, or ar¬ 
ranged in a more scientific form, has not yet been decided. 

I have merely attempted at present to direct your attention 
to the most important of these systems — those which form • 
epochs and illustrate the gdWeral progress o6»Oriental litera¬ 
ture and pliilosophy. I have intentionally omitted many 
which might nevertheless have illustrated the contrast and 
affinity between the different systems, the gradual transition 
from one to another, or the entire development and formation 
of each separate scheme and fits different modifications, as 
the great diversity of these contemplations would probably 
have interfered too mach with our consideration of the pecu¬ 
liar tbeny of this treatise. 
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Chap. L— .On the Origin op Poetry. 

The ancient forms of speecL, wliich I have attempted in 
the first book to trace from the root to their loftiest and 
widest ramifications, constitute a record, far more valuable 
and instructive than all those monuments of stone, the half 
ruined, giant grandeur of which, at Persepolis, Ellora, or in 
Egyptian Theba's, are still contemplated, after the lapse of 
ages, with wonder and reverence. The l^uestion of rehgiop, 
however,—the one idea ever predominant in all ages of the 
world,—cannot with any propriety be omitted in the history 
of mankind, either of ancient or modern times. I have there¬ 
fore laid before you in the preceding book an analysis of the 
successive development of the Oriental mind, in its four 
most remarkable systems, or rather according to the four 
most important periods of Oriental genius. The present 
book will be devoted to the consideration, of certain historical 
results, which appear to be the natural consequence of the 
immutable principles of faith already noticed; and which, 
though merely hinted at, at present, may at a future period 
be enlarged upon in some more elaborate work on the History 
of Antiquity. 

Instead of bewildering mysUf and my readers with 
isolated comparisons between the Indian and different other 
systems of mythology, I sliali rather attempt to give a 
general outline of the earliest Oriental modes of thought, 
accofding to the evidence supplied by authentic records. 
The darkness and confusioa of tltat pei-iod can only be 
satisfactorily elucidated by a thqfoughly comprehensive 
review of the entire scheme of mythology; and such a re¬ 
view, if properly combined at the same time with an in¬ 
quiry into the historical genealogy of the language, will 
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afford a clue to assist our progress through that ancient 
labyrinth, and to point out to us the way of return to hcdi* 
ness and light. The inexhaustible and peculiar development 
remarkable in these ancient systems must also be passed 
over; but although it is quite infppssible to trace back to 
any one definite source the 'entire abundance of imitative 
fancy displayed in them, it caniyst be deni^ that many 
general resemblances exist evhn in the most •varied and dis¬ 
cursive systems, and nothing "in all that arbitrary play of 
poetic diction is completely without ifttention ; much will be 
found which leads back to one and the same general sigatfi* 
cation, not only in what is usually termed allegoric, but still 
more in the spirit, the tenor, and the ffeneral impulse mani¬ 
fest throughout the whole sei-ies. The one general idea 
which lies at the root of every system of polytheism will 
partially explain the origin of mythology, or at least indi¬ 
cate the point from whence it first arose, and the manner in 
which in its further dbvelopraent it followed the progress of 
tlie human mind. 

The first germ of polytheism is contained in the doctrine 
of Emanation,—that is to say, of the jetcrnal and progressive 
development of the Divinity, and of universal spiritual 
animation. The belief in astrology, and the sensual adora¬ 
tion of nature, called forth the abounding riches of nncient 
mythological fables, which were subsequently softened, beau¬ 
tified, and enriched by the docf1*ine of the two principles — 
the religion of light, and the pious and divinely inspired 
hero-worship ; but as soon as pantheistic ideas were intro¬ 
duced, at whatever period that may have been, mythology, 
ere long, became regarded merely in the light of allegory, or 
as an esoteric veil of poetic fancy and diction. The Greek 
mythology is'perhaps the riCRest in symmetrical develop¬ 
ment, but the Indian is far more comprehensive in its mys¬ 
tical ideality; which, indeed, appears to have been transfused 
from thence into every other system. It would be difficult 
to point out any'idea or doctrine, common in either of the 
different intellectual systems, which was not also known, 
among the Indians; nor any fable holding a distinguished 
place in merely poetical mythologies, the counterpart of 
which does^not exist also in the Indian. 

In the preceding book wc have shown the {ank whicli 

K K • 
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ought to be assigned in the series to Egyptian and Syriac 
mythology; European traditions, and the po^s of the Celtic, 
Roman, Greek, German, and Sclavonian mythologies may 
he viewed in the same light, ^d though still involved in 
considerable obscurity,^ their genius and general progress 
will thus be rendered intelligible. We have arranged the 
different systems of the iibove-named paythologies in such 
order as will correspond with' the regular succession of the 
different doctrines introduced. As most decided traces of 
the ancient system of metempsychosis are found in the 
Celtic religion, wc might expect that the Latin mythology 
would contain more vestiges of it than that of the Greeks. 
Dualism, or the strife between the two principles of good 
and evil, was a predominant feature in Sclavonian mytho¬ 
logy*; that doctrine, together with the worship of the ele¬ 
ments, which we have been accustomed to combine with the 
former, was not unknown in Germany. The Greek appears 
to stand in the exact medium between* both. It is less con¬ 
fined to any strict philosophical intention than any other, 
and is, on the contrary, more entirely poetical. 

An unexpected light is thrown by the Indian system upon 
the source and peculiar character of Greek poetry. It has, 

• The Sclavonians of the Baltic acknowledged two principles, oiic of 
j^oodi the other of evil; they called the former Biel Bog (Bog in Scla¬ 
vonian signifies God) or the White God, from whom all tliat was good 
proceeded ; and the second Chehii Bog, or Black God, who was the 
cause of all evil; this latter^was represented in the form of a Ijion. Tiic 
most celebrated idol, whose temple was at Arcina, was Sviatovid, that is 

holy sighthe had two chests and four heads. Tliere were other 
divinities, such as Porenut, with four faces (probably the god of 
seasons, from the word poro, season,) and a fifth face on hi& breast; 
Porevit, with five hands; Bughevit, supposed god of war, with seven 
&ces, seven swords at his side, and dnxiightli in his hand^Ac. The Scla¬ 
vonian deities usually have more than one head ; many have in some part 
of their body a human face, signifying the good principle, or a lion's 
head, denoting the evil principle. Many have also the figure of a beetle 
on them, which might denote an Egyptian origin. 

Eastern Sclavonians worshipped Perun, or tfie god of thunder; 
Volos, the god of tiie flocks; Kokeda, the god of festival's; Kupala, the 
god of the fruits of the earth. Dittman, a German writer, pretends that 
the Pagan Sclavonians did not believe In the immortality of the soul; 
but that statement is sufficiently refuted by several customs and cere¬ 
monies which they observed for the repose of the dead.— Extracted from 
the Fenny Cy(^op(edia. 

i 
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indeed, a two-fold origin; the one is natural,. that feeling 
which, alike in uncultivated or Ijighly civilised nations,, has 
every where breathed itself forth in song; the other, the 
mystical element of ancient poetry, which cannot be so 
simply explained: wo may not say of this last-mentioned as 
of that which is the natural offspring of feeling, that it 
exists every where, the growth of a spontaneous impulse, 
common in the new world a^ well as in tlfe old ; it is a 
poetry, the spring of which lie^ deeply interwoven with tiie 
ancient tissue of fancy and religion. 

The copiousness of the earliest poetry, and its wild 
gigantic creations, arose from a superstitious worship of the 
divinely productive power in nature,, and the idea of in¬ 
finity attached to it; and when the beautiful light of a 
softer, holier inspiration beamed upon those rude fables^ 
their very wildness gave them the stamp qf poetry and 
imagination. This is precisely the okaract^r of Greek 
poetry, and of that especially in which, as is most generally 
the case, the richness and vigour of ancient superstitions are 
still in vital oj)eration, and the belief in the gods has not yet 
evaporated into the mere imagery of.poetic diction. 

Let us not, like ordinary letter-learned critics, study the 
form alone without the spirit, but rather contemplate the 
inner life of that mythology, and we shall find that all their 
poems are of one description, mvthic or heroic. If we re¬ 
ject all immaterial differences o^ outward form, we shall see 
that in Homer’ as well as in ..ffisclfylus, in j?indar as in 
Sophocles, the blending of that originally wild and gigantic 
power with softer and sweeter impulses, gives a peculiar 
fascination to their writings; though all may Vary much in 
proportion to^ tlieir different degree of deviation from, or 
approximation to, the primar/ idea, or in indii^dual traits of 
loveliness or harshness. 

This, and this alone, is true poetry; all to which that 
name has been given in later times, when art had annelid 
80 much to the original germ, becomes so only when it 
breathes a kindred spirit with tlfbse old heathen fictions, or 
because it springs from them. If it were not too bold to 
hazard a conjecture fr#m the few fragments now in our 
possession, J should imagine that Indian poetry, in this its 
peculiar essence, was not so very different to the ancient 
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Greek, except that the former, if I may so speak, is designed 
on far grander proportions, the original ground work of the 
fables being generally more strange and wild, but softened 
down in later times into a spiritual loveliness, which is in 
form even more morally *and intellectually beautiful than tho 
grace of Pindar and SophocleS. 

The first'eource andiorigin of the imitative arts also, 
among tlie Indians, Egyptian!, and ancient Greeks, is iden¬ 
tical in character with thaf of their heroic poetry. The 
same combination of "gigantic boldness and softness, which 
•ccflstitutes the very essence of classic poetry, gave its pecu¬ 
liar expression to the plastic beauty of Grecian art; at least, 
as long as the mind:^ of their sculptors were still imbued 
with their first lofty impulses, before old traditions became 
extinct, and the genius of the art was entirely lost. 




Chap. II. — Of the earliest Emigration of Nations. 

Poetry was intrinsically bound up with the religion of 
antiquity, and so completely one with it, that many ideas 
which, at the first glance, appear to us strange and inexpli¬ 
cable, ai'ose naturally from the manner of thought then 
prevailing, and undoubtedly exerted a potent influence on 
the earliest adventures and migrations of pktions or tribes ; 
although, us has frequently been the case in later periods, 
the force of necessity, and the allurement of interest, stimu¬ 
lated anil co-operated with those ideas 

Wherever fields and towns, the primitive* arts of war and 
peace hud beCn called into SJfistence, trade and commerce 
began to flourish in equal proportion with building and 
agriculture; and the same influences which in modern history 
appear to reign supreme, were not without some weight 
even in the first ages of antiquity. Befbre, however, we 
enter into an inquiry conctsrning the influence exercised by 
religion on the establishment of the first Indian colonies, it 
will be necessary to make a few preliminary observations on 
the proper light in which to contemplate these earliest emi¬ 
grations, a/id their general origin and variety. 
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If the entire diversity of these people and nations is to 
be made the theme of our. investigation, it will be expedient 
first to set aside the arbitrary supposition of their common 
origin, and of their separaliion having been occasioned by 
subsequent causM; and to divide tfl^ various races of people 
according to their greater or less antiquity, even as the 
skilled geologist, attentively obsesving the pasition of the 
various strata of the earth, In mountains flr on the level 
surface of the plain, calculated the period of formation of 
each. Here also language presents the - first characteristic 
to be observed; b,ut it should be studied rather in its intel-* 
lectual structure than from the roots merely, which may be 
called the natural parts, and in which^ the points of resem¬ 
blance usually discovered arc frequently over-strained and 
far-fetched. The point next in importance to that of lan¬ 
guage, is the use of metals, as well copper a^d iron in war 
or agriculture, os the employment of gold and silver for arbi¬ 
trary, universal signs of the outward value of things; to 
these points may be added the domestication of useful 
animals, and especially of those which are indispensable in 
the two arts before mentioned. Still Jhe fact, that none of 
the beasts of burden which had so long been generally in 
use throughout the old world were known in America at its 
first discovery, cannot be taken as a decisive proof that the 
American race is totally distinct from the Asiatic; the nu¬ 
merous American dialects and* their general dissimilarity, 
and the many singular customs whicii arc nevertheless com¬ 
mon to all those tribes, together with their universal ignor¬ 
ance of the use of metals, might lead to the same conclusion. 
Nevertheless tl]e eastern islands, which are olearly proved, 
by speech anji other indications, to be of Asiatic descent^ 
are equally destitute of thS‘larger animal#; and as the 
strangers who founded the kingdoms of Peru and Mexico, 
and who came originally from Asia or Europe, (as is lustori- 
cally proved by Chinese records, and partly by the authentic 
sagas of the Mexicans,) either did not bring those animals 
with them, or knew not how to preserve them when brought, 
we may reasonably conclude the same to have occurred with 
the primitive settlers Ih America. In eastern Asia, much 
may be found that coincides generally with America. The 
extensive employment of metals and beasts of burden in the 
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interior of Africa, is far from sufficient to prove that those 
noitiona are of Asiatic origJ;i; no .evidence exists in corro¬ 
boration of this opinion, and there is no ground for disputing 
the numerous facts which militaie against its adoption. 

The physical varieties iremarked in different races of man¬ 
kind are not, as far as has hitherto been ascertained, of 
material importance. The greatest and most remarkable 
discrepancy is apparent in tne natives of America, who, 
towards the south of that country, have so much of the 
negro character; but in the north, the white skin and other 
pec aliarities of Europeans, as well as the inhabitants of the 
west part of central Asia, partake, in the same degree as 
those people, of the characteristics of the Asiatics. This 
would also presuppose a greater physical flexibility and sup¬ 
pleness in the Asiatic race, tending perhaps no less to tlie 
deterioration than to tlie ennobling of the original stock, since 
the languasce, historical records, and many othei* circum- 
.«»tances, sufficiently prove the Asiatic ‘descent of the white 
European family, as well as of the black inhabitants of 
southern India and the Indian Islands. 

Thus the distribution of races of men, like the internal 
formation of mountains to the geologist, supplies a portion 
of our lost historical records, laying before us, as it were, a 
ground-plan of history, which alfords in some parts the most 
irresistible and conclusive proofs, and in others, is as equally 
unintelligible; for althougli it may assist us in tracing the 
general connexion, it cannot undertake to embrace the whole 
exuberance of individual detail. 

Another point, no less important to the historical investi¬ 
gator, i.s tlie .intermixture of people which so frequently 
took place in the Persian empire, especially along the Gihon 
and Euphrates, towards the C:aucasu{5 and Asia Minor, and 
in the central westeim division of that anciently inhabited 
portion of the globe. If to set these facts distinctly before 
the reader lay within the sphere of our present inquiry, I 
should now endeavour to illustrate the manner in which a 
pew people may be formed -ihrough the effects of continual 
migration alone ; that is to say, in what way sudden 
changes of climate and of the ordinary liabits of life would 
Daturally lead to a great revolution in language and manners, 
60 that a vqpy trifling intermixture with branches of another 



503 


n. HI. CH. II.] OP THE ^A^LIEST EMIGBATION. 

stock would suffice to produce an entirely new nation, 
stamped with a complete individuality of character; which, 
when the moment of separation* and fermentation had sub¬ 
sided, would afterwards catitinue unaltered through thou¬ 
sands of succee'dirig years. If raig^t then be possible to de¬ 
cide with what degree of •justice central Asia has been 
usually represented in history as t|je general parent, the inex¬ 
haustible spring of all, people thence emigaating; and how 
far, and in what measure, it 4s actually clear that the two¬ 
fold stream of emigration, the courte of which was more 
usually and naturally directed towards the north-we^ 
this instance led*from the east and south together; and how 
this district, in which the intermixture of nations was most 
various and fruitful, became actually, from the earliest anti¬ 
quity, the scene of their origin and development. 

Wliilc the emigration of nations is regarded merely as 
an advancing impulse, which may he accounted for by 
physical causes alon^, it will be impossible to gain any clear 
ideas of uncieiit history: we should, at the same time, con¬ 
sider the manner in which a greater branch is sometimes 
seen to divide itself into several lesser parts, while those 
again are continually separated and'subdivided into greater 
individual varieties; or, on the other hand, the constant 
intermixture whence, in process of time, an entirely new 
race may jtrohably arise, different and strikingly degenerate 
in language and character. Dlear views and opinions, de¬ 
duced from a^ thorough investig^ifion of facts, can alose 
throw light upon the chaos of facts and traditions, and w'cll 
or ill grounded theories, which form what is usuajly termed 
ancient history. , 

We must not expect to recognise in antiquity the counter- , 
part of every nation now listing in Asia, and still less 
should we think to find in our modern geographical works 
traces of all which have existed in early times. Many na¬ 
tions which arose in the inanpcr above described were in 
the same mander swallowed up and completely overwhflmed 
by others; even ns in the Baeque language and in that of • 
the Arnauts* and Wallachians, we still discover faint and 

* Arnauts, the name given to the inhabitants of A1l}ania« The Alba¬ 
nians raiik/under the name of Arniuits, among the flower of the Ottoman t 
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feeble tokens of a nation preceding them, and probably 
greater and more extensive than theirs. Many other people, 
probably of even later origin, became amalgamated with 
each other, at a comparatively recent period. 


Chap. III. — On Indian Colonisation and Legislature. 

I 

• 

Till? question has been hitherto left undisturbed, and I 
merely allude to it, as it appears indispensable to the con¬ 
nexion of the subject, and belongs properly to the third 
and present part of our inquiry. I must particularly call 
attention to the connexion that existed between the oldest 
and most civilised nations of antiquity, a theme well de¬ 
serving the patient „ study of every investigator of ancient 
history. Religion and mythology are 'inost significant fea¬ 
tures in this connexion, which may also be further evidenced 
by language and architecture : the latter, as it is seen in the 
old Egyptian, Persian, and Indian monuments, presents 
some-very general features, and bears corroborative testi¬ 
mony to‘the unity of all Asiatic inventions. This latter 
point it is the peculiar aim of history either to confirm or 
disprove. If the uncivilised countries of America and 
Southern Africa had remained in their original necessitous 
and barbarous condition„,without receiving any new impulse 

army. The Illyrians were probably the original stock from which the 
Albanians sprung, but this hypothesis cannot receive confirmation from 
comparing it witlw the old Illyrian tongue, because we know nothing 
about the latter ; still the Albanian language, whatever may be its basis, 
has received acccs|ions from the Grueks Hom.ans, Goths, Sclavonians, 
Franks, and Italians ; some writers h-ivt- supptised them to he descendants 
of the Albani of Asia, and who may, it is conjectured, have retired before 
the advance of the Sclavonian nations, that for some time followed the 
track marked out by the Huns when they broke into Europe. Mr. 
HobFiOUse, who adopts the above hypothesis, supposes the basis of their 
language to be the Sclavonian. P^nqueville asserts the existence of a 
belief among the Albanians themselves, that tht-y are descended from the 
French (? Franks); and Mlletius, a geographer of the last century, says 
they are descended from Celts, who crossed oVer from lapygia, now the 
Terra di Otranto, in the kingdom of Naples. — Extracted from article 
Albania, in Finny Cycloptedia. 
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from Europe or Asia, implantinf; in them the germs of 
higlier intellectual actiyity, cultivation and movements, 
scarcely any history could have existed of those countries. 

If we attribute tlie eariie.s6 emigration of the Asiatic people 
to some impulse Jiigher than the mfe^e spur of necessity; if the 
unity and similarity of a deeply studied legislation and sys¬ 
tem Of thought be discovered an)png them, jye ought also 
to remember the gigantic grandeur and durability of Egyp¬ 
tian and Indian architecture ib contradistinction to the fra¬ 
gile littleness .of modern buildings. ’This consideration will 
enable us, by anal(^y, the better to grasp the idea (vidiioh 
to modern habils of thought certainly appear singularly 
vast) that all these famous nations sprang from one stock, 
and that their colonies were all one people either directly 
or indirectly of Indian origin. ’The colonies planted by 
Greece and Home appear to be of but little importance com¬ 
pared with the ancient grandeur of those migrations, and 
yet what important devolutions were effected even by those 
trifling changes! 

It is true that the connexion between them is not always 
immediately perceived. Through how many now forgotten 
intermediate gradations must the doctrine of the Metempsy¬ 
chosis have passed in its course from India to the Druids of 
ancient Gaul! In Peru, too, we find an ancient kingdom, 
in which the adoration of the Sun-god is established, and a 
royal branch of the children ^f the Sun, with many other 
vestiges of Oriental ideas*; and wve it not for the informa¬ 
tion afforded us by Chinese historical records, we might 
build conjecture upon conjecture as to the manner in which 
these peculiar doctrines became prevalent a country so 
remote. * , 

The mighty populajiion <jf*the nations thance derived, the 
Teutons and Persians more especially, might give birth to 
some diflSculties. The number of the Sclavonian people taken 
collectively (according to geographical statements, which in¬ 
deed generally have other points in view than the diftinc- 
tion of races), and including all those dispersed throughout 
Turkey and Germany, amounts to at least 50,000,000. The 
Teutonic race may a^so be computed at about 40,000,000, 
without Reckoning those inhabitants of England, not speak- 

* See note ante, p. 337. 
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ing the Celtic, and the English in North America. It seems, 
therefore, unnecessary to add, that in this as in many other 
instances authentically recorded in history, the prepon¬ 
derating mass of a great wandering horde entirely over¬ 
whelmed the original rt«ck, and that, besides the gradual 
increase of population which may have been promoted by 
the dispersion^ and extension of the people, many lesser fa- 
milifes or tribes were, in thei* very commencement, incor¬ 
porated with the ruling powei'. 

Let us consider, only the progress of the Latin tongue, 
lyhirh was at first confined to the centre of Italy, the north 
being inhabited by Celts, and the south by Greeks. How 
wonderfully has it extended from that little spot of ground 
through the whole universe! still reigning, by its daughters, 
the Romance languages, in almost every portion of the 
world. Italian is the commercial language of the East, and 
Portuguese of the coasts of India and Africa; Spanish is 
spoken by the greater part of the New World, and to these 
we might add the social influence of the French language, 
and the constant adoption of the dead Latin tongue in learn¬ 
ing, science, and, in many countries, even in conversation 
and religious wor.sliip,—just ns the Sanscrit, or at least certain 
forms of that dialect, are used in the liturgy of Siam and 
Thibet, not to mention tlie numerous Latin roots exi.sting 
in the English, German, and Wallachian languages. The 
influence and language of a ‘•people not originally numerous 
have been thus widely extended in the space of two thou¬ 
sand years, although the population of their peculiar domi¬ 
nions, even when the empire was most extensive, can rarely 
have exceeded Jhat of India alone. It must not be forgotten 
that India has always been one of the most populous coun¬ 
tries in the wouhl, and is so evtfrt at present, notwithstanding 
the numerous destructive revolutions of the last eentury,and 
the prevalence of universal misery and oppression. How 
natural, then, is the inference that the overflowing popula¬ 
tion*-may have rendered emigration a measiSre of absolute 
necessity at the period of its ancient prosperity ? 

The influence of the Arabians, extended more widely and 
far more rapidly than even that of the Romans, their hm- 
guage having been diffused by conquests, trade, apd coloni¬ 
sation through the greatest part of Asia, and even into the 
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interior of Africa: it has extended also to the Indian islea 
adjoining, and our historical records are insufficient to ex¬ 
plain in what manner Arabian influence can have reached 
such distant localities. Although the Indians were not uni¬ 
versal conqueroiw, still is it not jlbgsible that some similar 
influence existed even among them in much earlier tiroes? 
"We have undoubtedly sufficient reason to entestain the sup¬ 
position, and could easily sheflv, in general "terms at least, 
how it may originally have occurred. 

Wq have already, in the first bobk, pointed out a few 
single languages ^and people which stand in trifling thc^glj 
direct affinit)' with the parent-land, like intermediate links 
connecting the widely estranged ramification of the Romans, 
Greeks, and numerous Teutonic trif)e.s. The western pe¬ 
ninsula of India, lying on the borders of Persia and Turkind, 
has, from the earliest period, been the seat of the highest 
Indian civilisation, and also its most potent dynasty. 

The colonies werS not always founded by emigration: 
a very trifling number of people sufficed to form a colony, 
not perhaps consisting merely of conquerors and warriors, 
but comprising the most intelligent men of their time, priests 
or philosophers: the former would always find an induce¬ 
ment to quit their native country and settle among wilder 
tribes, in the hope of civilising and converting them. The 
zeal for proselytism is often ns strong in the disciples of 
error as of truth, and in the Termer, indeed, it may more 
easily be combyied with selfish ambition and worldly views. 
Priestly and religious colonies such as I am now describing 
are known to have been common among the Egyptians, 
while in Persian emigration, on the contrary, warriors and 
nobles generally took the lead. The partially Indian cha¬ 
racter of the Coptic Iqpguagds tends to confirm this suppo¬ 
sition : whether it be asserted that the priestly founders of 
those colonics settled there immediately on quitting their 
native country^ wliicli is by no means improbable, or that 
a more ancient and civilised Ethiopia lay to the soutTi of 
Egypt, from whence Egjrptian civilisation was first drawn. 

It has been already shown that other motives and causes, 
besides the mere impulse of an overflowing population, may 
have contributed to produce emigration. One only need 
here be noticed. How inconceivable must have been tho 
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ruin and desolation produced in the human conscience by 
its first decided departure from God, by the guilt of the first 
crime, the commencement of strife and murder! Terror 
and confusion were the immediifle results, and the still calm 
of feeling, of soothing inflection and intimate communion 
with Divinity, gave place to #ild and shuddering imagina¬ 
tions, falseho^, horror, and restless despair. How much of 
all this must have been enddred ere the divinely favoured 
being could resolve to seek a nourishment full of horror 
from the lifeless body of a slaughtered animal! The abomi¬ 
nation in which animal nourishment is held by the Brahmins 
bears the stamp of such high antiquity, that it seems almost 
like the only remaining heritage of our earliest condition. 
Was it not the same inward antipathy which prompted man’s 
fallen race to seek in the entrails of their bleeding sacrificial 
victims dark tokens of coming danger and distress, and to 
draw from the depths of the earth those metals in which 
(almost at the very same period when he first saw and con¬ 
ceived in the natural elements an immediate emanation from 
the Deity), he quickly recognised the stars and arbiters of 
his earthly destiny, making them the means of procuring a 
peaceful subsistence, and at the same time instruments of 
new crimes, wars, and destruction. May not the unrest of 
the flying murderer, the first bloodstained criminal, have 
been communicated even to the farthest extremity of the 
earth? Still I will not attempt to make these facts the 
groundwork of my argument, since our belief in them, 
though equally sure, rests not on the actual basis of history, 
which is, indeed, of far less ancient date. History could not 
be written until that awe-struck horror of imagination which 
has left traces of its influence in all the oldest monuments of 
the human mind had become’ soothed and softened down 
into calm reflection, remembrance, and regret. 

We possess one monument of the earliest Indian history, 
older and more authentic than any set forth in words or 
recoi^ded in written characters—the Indian mode of govern¬ 
ment. No legislation so severe in aU its enactments, in 
regard to the lower orders, could have been framed, except 
in a period of strife and dissension,'when the numberless 
sources of tumult and division to which changes and fluctua¬ 
tions had given birth, required to be crushed and subdued 
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by the strong hand of legislative power and authority. The 
intermingling of tribes who, in fleeing from their mother¬ 
land, became blended with'the wilder races of mankind, may 
account for the affinity betvi^een the Sclavonian dialect and 
some of the nobler forms of spee^. Still those who fled 
may not necessarfly have beei^ the gifilty or oppressed alone; 
many others, doubtless, who had continued separate and un¬ 
polluted amidst the ruin and destruction whidh must have 
preceded such a system of legislature, fled to distant climes, 
where they might rear their unpolluted dwelling, and live 
and die in the exercise of their pure faith and religion. 

But it is not die flrst origin of Indian legislature affin^ 
that is so clearly impressed with tokens of war and tumult; 
it bore even within itself germs of ceaseless dissension and 
internal warfare. The history of India since the time of 
Alexander the Great certainly presents little more than a 
series of foreign conquests and internal revalutions, which 
however would seen* rather to intimate a constant inter¬ 
change of rulers and dynasties than any actual alteration in 
the laws and constitution. Buddhism alone forms an ex¬ 
ception, which indeed was pursued and overwhelmed, less 
on account of its doctrines than of its legislation, which 
broke the unity of the state, and strove to remove its here¬ 
ditary distinctions; and yet the doctrines of Buddha were 
promulgated in the great countries adjacent in one single 
mission rather than by any regular course of emigration. 
In earlier times, before the constitution was firmly esta¬ 
blished and hafl become almost a part of Indian life and 
nature, this new doctrine must have occasioned great changes 
and confusion; but when once the indomitable power of the 
hereditary prifejthood was fixed on a sure* basis, greater 
scope was Itfft for feuds ant^ dissensions among the warriors < 
over whom the legislature exerted but little*influence. In¬ 
deed, one of the oldest Indian poems in the Mahabbarat4 
relates chiefly to the great civil wars between two kindred 
heroes, ancestors of the godlike race of kings and wanjprs; 
but before the Cshatriyas, whq were originally of the same 
family, were severed from the hereditary priesthood, and 
the rank of each cast^ became so decidedly marked as it has 
ever since remained, many severe struggles and convulsions 
must hnfe taken place. It was not without reason that 
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Pocosrama was declared to liave exterminated wicked kings, 
chastised their savage nobles, and restrained the power of 
all within narrower limits.' 

It is not unfrequently observed, among other character¬ 
istics of Indian tribes, t^at some one race ^casionally dege¬ 
nerated into barbarisili, —■ bapame hUecchas, as they were 
termed, — or appear to have gone over and united them¬ 
selves with s&me other people generally held to be jiarbarous 
and uncivilised. In Menh’s .book of Laws*, a whole series of 
degenerate and uncivilised fsxmilies of the Cshatriya race 
are enumerated, among which we recognise the names of 
*hi^y famous nations: the Sakas, the Chinas, and the Fah- 
lavas, the latter probably the ancient Pahlvani or Modes, and 
tlie Pahlavi may be a debased remnant of their language. 
The Paphlagonians appear, from their name, to have belonged 
to the same race. Besides these, w'e have the Yavanern; 
unless, as has been asserted f, they are only one of tl*e sects 
mentioned in the Puranas as practising a sensual idolatry of 
nature, and propagating their faith by wars and conquests. 
This supposition is by no means disproved by the circum¬ 
stance of their being enumerated among the degenerate 
Cshatriyas, as both are perfectibly compatible. 

We have not sufficient data to enable us to decide clearly 
what portion of tl)e religious wars of tlie Indians should 
he assigned to the primitive period of their history. It is 
not improbable, however, that, as was the case in regard 
to the doctrine of Buddhism, introduced at a later epoch, 
even the earliest attempts at innovation may have been too 
intimat(‘ly connected witli tlie legislature and constitution 
to be defeated without a war. The great diversity of sects 
mid systems formerly prevailing in India muSt have afforded 
abundant ground lor dissension and disunion; the system at 
present existing, which seems to have aimed only at bring¬ 
ing them into an endurable union, retains traces of them 
all. The reciprocal religious hatred of the Persians and 
Egyptians will alone sullice to disprove the often-repeated 

• X. 43—45. 

•+ According to extracts quoted by Wilford, who in his own theories 
and conjectures is often very feeble, but '•hen he merely quotes or 
trottslates, overpowering in strength from his great knowledge of the 
language. 
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assertion, that the polytheism of antiquity was tolerant in 
its nature. The low estimation in which polytheistic su¬ 
perstition was held by the professors of a more intellectual 
religion like the Persian, oi^len led to an attempt at prosely- 
tism by violence, as was the case 't^ith Cambyses; and in the 
same manner tfie believer^ in pUpular mythology often 
indulged in the most bitter, persecuting hatred of all who 
believed themselves more highly* enlighteqpd, as with the 
Syrian Greeks and the Jews., Both these contending ele¬ 
ments existed in India; the struggle between them has 
given birth to many great religions wars, from that period 
dowji to the present time: although they now coexist in Com¬ 
parative harmony, many points which were entirely incom¬ 
patible having been worn down or •enfeebled, while others 
have been excluded. 

If it be admitted that, by the Yavanern of the Lidian 
writings, many nations of the West, devoted to the sensual 
idolatry of nature ase to be understood, wo shall find that 
the course by which the Asiatic race, carrying with them 
Oriental ideas and customs, extended into Greece and cen¬ 
tral and soutliern Italy, lay along the Euphrates and Tigris, 
through Phoenicia and Asia Minor.' Supposing also, what 
has never been clearly proved, that Babylon and the sur¬ 
rounding countries w^ere, in the earliest times, possessed by 
a people speaking the Syrian language, it is nevertheless 
certain that as soon as any gjiciit kingdom was founded, an 
influx of various nations took place, precisely as has been 
seen to bappert in later times. pTirygio, a tributary state 
dependent on Babylon, presents another intermediate link; 
for certainly no historian of the present day will agree with 
the ancients ('who referred all I'aces of dispfited or doubtful 
origin to the autochthones^)^ when they tr^e the numerous ' 
Hellenists of Asia MDior to an European origin. In after- 
times many unquestionably returned by that route into India, 
and so probably in grand emigrations of armies, single heroes, 
or peaceful settlers, numbers retraced the same familiai^path 
by which they bad first quitted their native land. Besides^ 
as these great emigrations were almost always gradual in their 
progress, some iuterequrse and acquaintance with those they 

* Autochthones, peculiar races of men, supposed to have been formed 
from the sfime of the earth. 
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had left was constantly kept up, till the remoteness of their 
settlements, and still more the lapse of time, gradually 
estranged and at length entirely divided them; so that, on 
afterwards meeting, both were frequently astonished at the 
undeniable evidence existing of Iheir common descent. 

How many royal and'heroic races in Hellas and Italy 
proceeded first from Asia Minor ! The Babylonian empire, 
if that name Be assigned 'to tl^c grand, old kingdom which, 
extending along the Euphrates and Tigris long before the 
time of the Persians caiyied its dominion into the very heart 
of Asia Minor, nathrally became, from its situation, a mari- 
tfan^ power*, and even the Hellenists were,■from the earliest 
period a naval people. The position of the different people 
in Italy proves that the Italian race of the interior, who 
were of the same descent,. arrived there first by sea; for if 
they had taken their route across the Alps in Caruiola 
tlirough Venicej. some signs of their progress would certainly 
be yet remaining in the northern part of Italy. Closer in¬ 
vestigation may perhaps reveal more traces of the old Indian 
constitution in the legislature of the Romans, than would at 
first be thought possible. The patricians, on whom the 
duties of augurs exclusively devolved, were originally notliing 
more than a line of hereditary priests, and as they alone 
made war, and exercised other rights of the warrior race, 
they formed also the only real nobility (the equites); at 
length, however, the sole goT^ernraent of this absolute war¬ 
like sacerdotal aristocracy excited the animosity of the 
people, and a struggle bfegan of which the ancient history of 
that nation gives so animated an account. The singular 
republic which Alexander of Macedon imagined himself to 
have discovered- in the Indies must be understood in a very 
‘ different sense from the Ilellenici Phosnician or.Italian free 
states. The Greeks had no idea of a permanent system of 
legislation such as had be*eu established .among the Indians 
from the most remote antiquity; nor could they imagine a 
free ^nd legislative monarchy; they probably mistook the 
incorporated but self-existent members of the great legis¬ 
lative body for separate republids. Notwithstanding the 

1 * 

* In Heeren’s “ Ideen iiber den Hundel dea alien Welt,'* /Irc., all that 
is known of the ship.building of the Babylonians and Other ancient 
people will be found. 
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obscurity and confusion of the earliest Indian histories, it 
is clear that even then some gre^t monarchies existed which, 
although permanent, were extremely limited by the here- 
ditaiy rights asserted by the «bbility and priesthood. In small 
nations and* coloBies of Indian deiqpnt the republican con¬ 
stitution appeared at a subsequent period; but the monar¬ 
chical form was that first adopted* particularly in countries 
where, as in Persia, the warfiors and noble* had the chief 
share in the disposition and arrangement of affairs. It iS 
worthy of remark that both the hisforical records of Asia 
and the poetical legends of the south-east of Europe, border-* 
ing upon Asia, commence with descriptions of a royal city 
of inconceivable magnificence, which being subsequently 
ruined through the effects of arrogance and luxury, became 
the primary cause of the dispersion of mankind, and gave 
rise to numerous migrations and the establishment of many 
lesser states. If the legend of the Trojoji war«have an his¬ 
torical meaning, as f^om the stamp of antiquity impressed 
upon it we are led to believe, we shall certainly be justified 
in removing it from the narrow sphere of Hellenic tradition, 
and carrying it back to the grand circle of Asiatic legendary 
history. Names of places, towns, or mountains holding a 
conspicuous place in tradition have so frequently been 
clianged in the course of time, and moved more towards 
the West, with the nearer advance of the legend and the 
people themselves, that it cannftt now be necessary to cite 
any peculiar exajnaple in proof of it. • 

It should be remembered that these remarks tend no fur¬ 
ther than to exhibit incidentally the great promise afforded 
by Indian study, in clearing up historical, questions of 
doubtful imporf. Many separate details in the earliest his¬ 
tory of the pdoplc of A|ia wttf, when more abundant mate¬ 
rials .have been discovered, be distinctly traced in perfect 
outline, and tht general tenour of the whole be clearly com¬ 
prehended. We require, especi;illy, a critical work drawn 
from the peouliaMndian reflords yet existing of the primiflve 
history of the world, which will probably be found to contain 
much valuable information on other points also, and a correct 
translation of the Scanckpurana, which, as an historical re¬ 
cord, should be held in higher estimation than any other 
book of the Puranas. The little wfe already hav^ will in the 
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mean time suffice to explain many difficult points, and very 
frequently just those which appear most intricate and puz¬ 
zling. Though, for exampl^ many doubts cannot now be en¬ 
tertained as to whether any race !pf men ever quitted the fertile 
and luxuriant regions of (4Aia to migrate iqto the extremest 
Scandinavian North: the theoiry of their having been driven 
onwards by e^cceeding hordes can hard|y be adopted by any 
historian, particularly when the numerous population of the 
Teutonic race is considered. > The traditions of Indian my¬ 
thology, however, throfw a light upon the northern impulse. 
One of those legends describes the wonderful mountain of 
Meru* (or the North Pole), in which Eliuvera, the god of 
wealth, is enthroned. Whether this idea may have arisen 
from a false traditionary interpretation, or dark views and 
superstitious ideas of natural truth, a high veneration for the 
North certainly prevailed in that country, not as a secondary 
circumstance in the Indian system, but a favourite idea con¬ 
stantly recurring, and indelibly impressed upon its poetical 
creations. Nor would this be the first or only instance in 
which poetical legends and old songs, intertwined with the 
doctrines of superstition and religious observances, have had 
more influence on the character and enterprises of heroes 
than those who study history in its political aspect alone 
could easily believe. 

Admitting, then, that these tribes were driven northwards, 
not from the mere impuls€‘ of necessity, but by an almost 
supernatural idea of thf majesty and glory of those regions, 
and everywhere diffused throughout the Ihdian sagas, the 
path of the Teutonic race may clearly be traced from Turkind 
along the Gihon to the north shore of the Caspian Sea and 
the Caucasus; but it is doubtful whether ‘they afterwards 
directed their ^oute towards the mountains, and there settled, 
or followed the coursei of the mighty streams, like those 
ancient Asiatic nations, who everywhere sought to make 
settlements on the banks of m^estic rivers; as, for example, 
on^the Ganges, the Nile, and the'Euphrates# This, however, 
is not the place in which to. discuss the question, although it 
is one of high importance in reference to the history of our 
own native land. „ 

* For a gorgeous description of this mountain see Southey’s Kehama. 
•—Trans, 
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Chap. IV. -- On the general Importance op the Study 

OP THE Oriental and Indian I^iteratube, and its true 

Aim and Object. »• 

The copious richness of Indiap literature, and the great and 
valuable assistance that may be affo^ed ^ Eastern study in 
philosophy, ancient Astory, and philology haviing been now 
fully proved, nothing remains except to determine the rela¬ 
tive value of Oriental literature generally, as contrasted 
witli European, and to mark the ^duence which the forn^r • 
has already had, or may hereafter exert, upon the latter. It 
has, indeed been the chief object of the present treatise to 
display the advantages of Oriental stu^ in this respect par¬ 
ticularly. 

The Holy Scriptures present the only bond remaining by 
which European habits and thoughts ar^ linked with those 
of the East; and, consequently, the present occasion appears 
most appropriate for examining into the connexion between 
Indian antiquity and the Mosaic records and revelation gene¬ 
rally,^— a subject which I intentionally avoided in my ex¬ 
amination of the historical evidence, fhaiing to plunge the 
reader into an ocean of disputed interpretations and un¬ 
founded hypotheses. Theories concerning the race of the 
Noachidse, and the true situation of Paradise, do indeed revolve 
in rapid succession and countless wumbers, and to sift so many 
varied opinions would demand a critical and circumstanti^ 
inquiry, which I willingly leave to be prosecuted by others. 

One fact, however, the most important, if not the only one 
absolutely essential as a point of religious belief, is recorded 
in the Mosaic history with so much distinctness that even 
subsequent interpretations h%ve failed in olj^uring it: it 
tells us that man was created in the jmage of God, but that 
by iiis own sin he voluntarily debased.that divine image, and 
fell from the pure light of happiness in which he had at first 
re oicod. The Mosaic history does not give an ample attd 
detailed account of every event afterwards occurring; for it 
must be remembered that it was not intended for the gratifi¬ 
cation of curiosity alon^ nor as a source of historical in¬ 
formation, but rather for a beacon light to indicate the path 
from which *maDkind had wandered, and while the night of 

• - - rt • 
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sin and superstition wrapt the world around, to guide the 
chosen few into the divinely appointed way of light and sal¬ 
vation. Thus the Indian ‘records reveal the first growth of 
error and superstition, which, jvhen the simplicity of divine 
faith and knowledge ha^ once been abandoned, .became con¬ 
tinually more false an<l exagg^srated, yet ever retained, even 
in its dark^t gloom, feeble gleams of celestial and 

glorious light.* ' t> ® 

The contrast of truth witt error ever places the former in 
a more majestic gnd‘transcendent light, and the history of 
I ancient philosophy, that is„of the Oi'iental system in general, 
will therefore furnish a most instructive comment on the 


Holy Scriptures. It does not appear surprising, to any one 
who is conversant with the religion of the earliest Asiatic 
nations, that the doctrines of the Trinity and the immortality 
of the soul should have been but slightly touched upon in 
the Old Testament, instead of being distinctly explained, or 
insisted upon, as forming the groundvi-ork of the teaching of 
Moses. It can hardly, indeed, be considered probable that 
Moses, who had been instructed in all the wisdom of the 
Egyptians, could have been ignorant of a doctrine so com¬ 
monly received among all the civilised nations of Asia ; but 
we see that, as with the Indians, so in many other nations, 
the grossest errors and superstitions had become almost in¬ 
separably annexed to the lofty truth of the immortality of the 
soul; and thus the conduct of the Divine Lawgiver of the 
Hebrew people appeafs neither unaccountable nor difficult 
to be explained. 

The divinely appointed prophet of the Hebrews has fre¬ 
quently beei^reproached with intolerance in so severely re¬ 
jecting other families or people, and keeping the Hebrew 
nation and dostrines so completely separate from every other 
nation in the world. ,But the injustice of such unworthy 
reproaches would long since have been seen, had it boen 
possible £or men of the presertt day to realise in idea the 
condition of the East at that period. Let them remember, 
that although the wisest ^nd most civilised nations of an¬ 
tiquity inherited some few lingering gleams of sacred light, 
yet all were distorted and confuse^l, and frequently, among 
both Persians and Indians, the noblest and purest truths had 
become polluted springs of fatal error and grovelling super- 
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stitioD. The necessity of a severe uncompromising isolation 
of the Hebrews is tlierefore seen at a glance; and how en¬ 
tirely must the zeal of that man, rejecting all minor consider¬ 
ations, have been absorbed in the sole object of so guarding 
the costly jewel 5f divine trutji comiftitted lo his trust, as not 
only to save it from destruction, but to keep it ever pure and 
unpolluted. It maf be true tj^at Jehovah was *considei‘ed by 
many individual Israelites only ^ the light of a national God; 
but we nowhere discover any indications of his having been 
thus esteemed by the projihets or other inspired teachers. The 
doctrine of the clese and special union with God, into wfficK 
men are permitted by faith to enter, and into which they are 
actually received in the Christian church, — the grand doc¬ 
trine of Christianity, — will be strangely misunderstood, if 
confounded with those errors on wliich the reproach of in¬ 
tolerance, alleged against the Jews of the Old Testament, has 
been founded. • * * 

Many passages in the philosophy, and, indeed, of the 
religious observances oi’ Fo, bear a striking but false affinity 
with Christianity; single doctrines also are often wonderfully 
in accordance, but defaced and distorted; every thing is out 
of proportion, and made to bear a different signiheation ; the 
resemblance, in fact, that apes bear to men. The affinity of 
the Oriental system (as has been shown by the review of that 
philosophy given in the seconci book of this treatise) is far 
more true and lofty, particularly in the Persian religion, in 
which the adoration of light, and "the doctrine of the con¬ 
tending principles of good and evil, have a remarkable affinity 
with tlic teaching of the Old, as well as of the New Cove¬ 
nant. The too»exclusive adoption of these veStiges of higher 
truths, taking their reserabljyjUje, whether spurious or genuine, 
for perfect similarity, gave rise to various effors in the early 
Qiristiaii church, as, for example, to the heresy of Manes and 
others. None of the erroneous principles of the Persian my¬ 
thology are foupd in the Holy Scriptures ; what fhey teagh is 
not based on a philosophical system, but on Holy Revelation, 
and when seized and comprehended by the light of inward illu¬ 
mination, will lead to the knowledge of pure and eternal truth. 

Still the comparison between these systems, whether the 
apparent * 00006 x 100 between them be real or imaginary, 
may afford histbrical and external evidence tha^ one idea go- 

L L 3 . ^ 
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verns and pervades the Old Testament as well as the New, 
differing only in this, that In one it is merely indicated or 
prefigured, in the other it shines forth in full lustre: the 
Christian interpretation of the Old Testament must conse¬ 
quently be the true oni'\ and,^a more perfect knowledge of 
the history of Oriental genius will give it fuller conffrma- 
tion, even fro& extraneous circumstances. This is important, 
considered merely in a critical point of view, .and would be 
so, even supposing the jScriptures to be of no higher autho¬ 
rity than any other system of Oriental formation, though 
even in that case, they mus't be regarded as the most pro¬ 
found and severely grand of all. How, indeed, can any 
work be understood or-explained, except by reference to the 
system on which it is based ? And where can that system 
be best grappled with, except where it is most clearly deve¬ 
loped and vividly expressed ? This must be allow^ to be 
the case with* the New Testament, and, will be admitted by 
every unprejudiced critic, who compares it with the incom¬ 
plete signification of the Old Testament, or the partly erro¬ 
neous system of Persian belief. The sense of the Old 
Testament can never be unfolded by merely exigetical criti¬ 
cism, even though superior in learning and erudition to all 
those doctors of the Talmud *, on whom the light of the Gos¬ 
pel, brightening and dispersing the heavy darkness, had not 
yet dawned. The vestiges <>f divine truth are every wliere 
discovered, in the most ancient Oriental systems in particu¬ 
lar, though, perhaps, but in isolated fragments ; but the just 
connexion of the whole, freed from intermingling errors and 
superstitions, can only be traced by the aid of Christianity, 
which affords k clue to all such principles of .truth and wis¬ 
dom, as are too lofty in their .ti^pth to have been elicited by 
the efforts of the reason the imagination. 

I proceed to notice, in a few words, l^e general influence 
of Oriental j)hilosophy (an important, and certainly by no 
mearis the most inferior branch of ^which is of Indian origin,) 
on the European mind. Great as that influence has been, it 


* An excellent example of this ancient style of exposition^ is given in 
the History of the Religion of Jesus by Cotint Siolberg, — a work dis¬ 
tinguished by that calm energy, unvarying earneitness, and beautiful 
cleamesst which is seen only when lofty science and knowledge are made 
the^ ruling .spring and principle of life. 
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is doubtful whether any simple Oriental system ever reached 
Europe in a pure, unmixed form : whatever was borrowed 
from thence, either by the Greeks or more modern nations, 
appears to have spontaneo»sIy incorporated itself with the 
existing doetrinee, and thus to bavcjhecome in various ways 
changed and altered. • 

Before attempting to show Ae influence exerted by 
Oriental ideas on European philosophy, we must attempt to 
give an introductory sketch of*itB progress and peculiar cha¬ 
racter. European philosophy, at its first upsoaring in all the 
as yet uneufeebled vigour of the human mind, was purely 
ideal. I do not understand by tliis expression merely the 
doctrine of the unity of all created existences, nor the 
nothingness of external appearances’; but that philosophy 
which originates in the idea of Shlf-operating strength and 
vital activity, — the philosophy of the stoics (^Aristotle, 
and of many ancient Greeks. If, though the •knowledge of 
Revelation had beeiJ too early lost, the idea of infinity still 
existed, what could be more natural than that men should 
be disposed to refer everything to their own strength and 
wisdom ? All those lofty ideas, engendered by a spiritual 
religion, and which had from infancy been familiar to their 
minds, they held to be of their own creation, and peculiarly 
their own property; for few and feeble were the traces of 
divinity therein recognised, and their connexion was too 
easily overlooked and lost. It fs true that no system of phi- 
sophy ever fr^ed by any people vias actually self-created, 
or existed con^jletely distinct from the fountains and 
streams of universal tradition. Had human wisdom, indeed, 
been endowed with such wonderful unass^ted power, it 
would have been more successful in avoiding the numerous 
and unspeakable errors vrtilch attended mta development 
in eyery period, from that time doiwn to the present. But, 
oS the contrjfry*, errors accumulated so rapidly, that phi. 
losophy soon degenerated into mere scepticism, and the 
vigour of the ’human understanding, becoming at lefigth 
enfeebled by continued doubt and unbelief, philosophy next 
declined into an empiric theory; the idea of a Supreme 
Divinity, if admitted ki words, was denied in principle, till 
it became^almost annihilated; and man, under the specious 
plea of confining himself within • the sphere of utility and 
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and rationalism, cast aside, as an erring and romantic im¬ 
pulse, that lofty spirit, intellect and sentiment, which alone 
distinguished him from the bfute creation. Some few re¬ 
flecting minds were occasionally roused by the misery of 
this lost condition of thetsoul; and finding‘it impossible to 
persevere therein, sought a path of return to the older and 
better philosophy; and a<^;ording to the earnestness of their 
search, «'ere they sure of corresponding success. 

Sucli has been the simple pi ogress of European philosophy 
from the earliest Greelf sages up to the present time. 

. TJJiis revolution of a philosophy wliich certainly had not 
lost the idea of infinity and self-creative power, to scepti¬ 
cism and finally to empiricism, has been more than once 
repeated, and each recurrence differed from the preceding, 
inasmuch as men were acquainted with and employed it, to 
link the new in some measure with the old, cither by con¬ 
trast or remodelling. 

The continual adoption of various portions of Oriental 
philosophy, as a foreign and stimulating material, has pro¬ 
duced even more irregularity and vacillation in the progress 
of the European mind in modern times. Without the con¬ 
stant recurrence of this animating principle, European 
genius would never have soared so high, nor would its de¬ 
cline have been so sudden. Even the loftiest philosophy of 
the Europeans, the idealism of reason, as it is set forth by 
Greek philosophers, appears, *in comparison with the abund¬ 
ant light and vigour of (Oriental idealism, lik^a feeble Pro¬ 
methean spark in the full flood and heavenly glory of the 
noon-day sun, faltering and feeble, and ever ready to be ex¬ 
tinguished : still the more trifling the dimensions, the greater 
was the artistic skill employed in pourtrayirig its form and 
arrangement. «« • 

It is true, indeed, that Oriental wisdom among the Greeks, 
as well as the moderns, frequently flo.ved' ftom a turhili 
spring. Hevw greatly, even in the time of the modern Pla¬ 
tonics and Gnostics, the whole circle of European knowledge 
had already arrived at the Ipwesf; state of degeneracy and 
mingling of systems, is too well known to require further 
elucidation. In what is usually termed Oriental philosophy, 
the old system of emanation is always more or less mixed 
tip with Dualism and Pantheism, the ancient philosophy of 
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numbers, and the doctrine of the two principles already 
mentioned. . • 

This has not happened in later times only, it was pro¬ 
bably the case in the era Pythagoras, if we may rely on 
what are tisua% considered the a^t ancient and authentic 
records of his philosophy. • It is difficult to decide whether 
the Number philosophy of‘Pythagoras was of his owi^ in¬ 
vention, or of Eastern origin; but certainly neither that 
doctrine nor the opposition bf the twofold primary powers 
and existences belong to the systbm whence he drew the 
doctrine of the ^Metempsychosis. Still we have seen tkat4n 
Asia, even at an earlier period, the more recent doctrines 
annexed themselves to the old, either by transformation or 
intei'inixture % but if each separate system could be distinctly 
an-anged in its proper order, the task of analysing and tracing 
out their various compound forms and mo^fications would 
be comparatively easy. • • 

A general knowledge of philosophy is indispensable for 
the investigation of Oriental literature, and particularly for 
the Indian branch of it. This general knowledge must be 
understood to mean something more,than a merely dialectic 
skill, enabling us to construct, according to an almost Axed 
and precise revolving system, w’hatever appears new to 
us, and to wdiich ancient philosophers were strangers; but 
rather an intimate acquaintance with the spirit of those 
grand old systems which had such mighty influence on the 
outward destfny of mankind. It is certain, however, that no 
one will be abi^to seize this spirit who has not fathomed the 
depths of those speculative ideas by his own personal investi¬ 
gation. • 

The important place occupied by philosophy in Indian/ 
literature vvill be cleiydy ufiderstood if we«call to mind the 
Keoeral review of the system, and the four most important 
epochs, given fn tlft? second book. In the first epoch, that of 
the Vedas and all the ancient works which are most closely 
connected them; aftd in the third epoch, that 8f the 
Puranas and the Vyasa ; 4 )hile 8 ophy is so inseparably inter- • 
woven with each that it were vain to attempt to comprehend 
them without her aidf Poetry, in the second period, the me¬ 
dium point, as it were, between both, may appear to have a 
more distinct existence, separate from philosophy, but still far ^ 
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less SO than has always been the case among the Greeks and 
other Europeans; while in the fourth epoch, in the time of 
Calid^, and the other poets under Yikramadityn, when Indian 
poetry bloomed in ‘ still more decided independence, it was 
based upon certain anciei)t(philosophical ideas', from which it 
cannot with any propriety be divided. 

Indian study and reseanch iir general should be pursued 
with the grandei' views and opinions of those able men of 
the fifteenth and sixteenth ccJiituries, who first revived the 
study of Greek and Eastern literature; for it must not be 
imagined that a bare knowledge of the language is sufiScient 
to entitle its possessor to the reputation oi' a learned man; 
and, indeed, there were few among the classical scholars of 
that period who did not unite with their knowledge of lan¬ 
guage an earnest study of {Shilosophy, and the whole abund¬ 
ance of historical science. 

Every distinct branch of science being thus united into 
one indivisible body, would operate wit'll so much greater 
energy, and the majesty of antiquity, thus seized and em¬ 
bodied, might, even in our time, become a fertile source of 
new productions. In fact, nothing that exists can actually 
be called new; all must be kindled and inspired by ancient 
memories, instructed by departed genius, and formed and 
developed by antique power and energy. While, on the 
other hand, all those subtle reasoners, who live only in the 
present, and own no influence save that of the spirit of the 
day, have almost, without exception, embraced the ruinous 
and destructive opinion that all should be cr#‘ated anew, and 
produced, as it were, from nothing. All knowledge of ancient 
pliilosophy is, therefore, fallen into contempt, and the taste 
,for it almost annihilated; philology is degraded into an 
empty fruitless t'udy of letter^ und words, and, notwith¬ 
standing some.slight progiess in particular points, is, on the 
whole, completely impaired, and has neP vital strength of 
spirit remaining in it. 

Grtat injury has been done to this science by the prevail¬ 
ing prejudice, which keeps the study of Indian mythology 
entirely distinct from the Greek; the idea of such a separa¬ 
tion being expedient, is an arbitrary assumption, without any 
foundation in truth. The dwellers in Asia and the people 
of Europe ought to be treated in popular works as members 
of one vast family, and their history will never be separated 
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by any student, anxious fully to comprehend the bearing of 
the whole; but the idea' of OMental genius* and literature 
generally entertained in the present day is founded on that 
of a few 4-6iatie writers oiTly, the Persians and Arabians in 
particular, and S few books of the 0id Testament, in as far as 
we may be permitted to view the latter as poetry; but there 
are many other Asiatic natio'ns to ^hom this ofdidary opinion 
is by no means applicable. The chief peculiarities of Orion* 
tal literature are supposed to consist in a bold and lavish 
pomp of imagery, and in the tendency'to allegory usually 
combined with those qualities. * The influence of a soufhern 
climate may be a co-operating cause, but it certainly is not 
the chief source of that richness of fancy, since in many 
other nations, equally poetical in their character, and lying 
in the same latitude, it is far less predominant than in the 
Indian. Their highly intellectual religion should rather be 
cited as the operaiing cause. Wherfever Sboh a religion 
prevails—whether it be profoundly philosophical, an imme¬ 
diate emanation from the divine spirit of love, or rude and 
wild, like the haughty enthusiam kindled by the doctrine of 
Mahomet, — everywhere, while poetiy and the poetical tem¬ 
perament exists, fancy, debarred from the wide field of 
mythology, will find scope for its richness and luxuriance in 
bold poetical imagery. For this reason the so-called Oriental 
character is as strikingly seep in many poets of the Middle 
Ages, not in Spain alone, but in Italy and Germany, as in 
the Romantio poems of the Per^ans and Arabians. "We 
need not attrib^e this singular circumstance to the influence 
of the Crusades, as the same result would naturally follow 
from the same causes in Europe as in Asia But how does 
this pomp of colouring and imagery harmonise with the dry* 
prosaic style of the Chinese, or the beaifKfuI simplicity of 
jntlian writings? ,It is true thaAhere is no lack of flowery 
imagery and ornament in the Socuntala of Calidas *, yet it is 
free from ppy tinge o^ exaggeration. The ^more ^cient 


* Calidasa was one of the iftost afimired of Indian poets. A tradition, * 
very generally believed in India, makes him one of the nine gems or dis¬ 
tinguished poets who ]iv%d at the court of king Vicramaditya. If by 
this name the same sovereign is to be understood from whose reign 
(b. c. years of the Samvat sera are counted, Calidas^ mu.st havei^ 

flourished about the middle of the century preceding the commencernent 
of our tera. Another king of the name Vicramaditya, ascendbd the 
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Indian poems are even less imaginative than the most simple 
and severe of the Greek writings; the sOul-felt intensity of 
emotion, vivifying and inspiring all; — the bright clearness 
and decision of the conception, hils no affinity with the wild¬ 
fire, the restless gleaminj^^f a glowing and Capricious fancy. 
Another feature, which has beei? declared to be characteristic 
of Oriental'wrltings, is tra'ced chiefly in the progress of the 
ideas, in the aivangement and construction of the theme, 
which, from its greater obscuhity, often diflers widely from 
that of the Greeks! This, however,? can hardly be consi¬ 
dered applicable to Indian wdfrks, but rather to those of the 
other nations already named. It coincides in some measure 
indeed, with their descriptive luxuriance of fancy, and their 

throne a. d. 191 » and a third in* a. d, 441 ; and several considerations, 
especially the highly polished style in which the works attributed to 
Calidasii are written, favour the assumption that the poet lived under 
Vicramuditya 1L<> At aK events, tliis author must he distinguished from 
a poet of the same name, who lived in the twelfth century at the court of 
Raja Bhoja, the sovereign of Dhard. However imperfect our inform¬ 
ation about CaUdasa may be, w'e possess in bis works abundant evidence 
of the power of his genius. \Vo do not hesitate to pronounce him the 
most universal, the least constrained by national peculiarities, not merely 
of all Indian, but of all Asiatic poets with whose works wc are ac¬ 
quainted, and to this elevated tone of mind, which, while seeming 
breathe the purely huinan air of Greece, yet retains all the quickness 
and glow of feeling, all tlie vividness and description of imagery of the 
Hindoos, must, in our opinion, be riuinly attributed tlie undivided ad* 
miration with which the translation of his drama, Sacontala, by Sir Wil¬ 
liam Jones, (the first work thut made known the nairc of Calidusa to 
Europeans) has been every where received. ThLs tUMsslation appeared 
for the first time at Calcutta in I7S9, but was soon reprinted in England, 
and was from the English, at an early period, :e-translatcd into several 
other languages oP' Europe. Wc may particularly no«,ice the German 
^ translation by George Foster, who apjiended to It a glossasy explanatory 
of the allusions to klUian mythology, nlltural history, fkc. The popu¬ 
larity which the play has acqui^d on the Continent, is attested by lhj^‘ 
fact that several attempts have been made to adapt it to the stage. In 
J830, the Sanscrit text of Sacontala was published at Paris, from a 
manuscript belonging to the Bibliotheqrje du Roi, with an original 
French translation by the late professor A. Chery. The Megha Duta, or 
“ Cloud-messenger,” a lyrical poenT* of cJnly ) 16 stanzas, by the same 
poet, contains the complaints of a demi-god banished to earth, who 
entreats a passing cloud to convey an afFectionolc message to his wife. It 
edited, with a translation into English verse, with notes by H. H. 
Wilson, Calcutta, 181.3,4to. Tlipre are four other poems by Calldasa 
extant, one of wUich is unfinished .—Extracted and abridged from Knigh€9 
Ftnnp Cychpthdid^ 
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inclination to allegory* wTien these tendencies predominate 
in details, the same daring symbolism frequently pervades the 
entire compositioii, giving to *he arrangement a certain de¬ 
gree of obscurity. This want of clearness may also be in 
part attributed to the fuil^amental differences in gi‘ammar, 
noticed in the* first book. It is*niy opinion, thenefore, that 
all works on philosophy (unless some higher influence order 
it otherwise) should trace tl^e laftguage from* its”first natural 
origin down to the point at which it first tiecame enfeebled, 
and thence sunk deeper and ^eepei; in the abyss of degrada¬ 
tion. The construction of language^, which form their 
grammar by suffixa and aflixd^ is so different in detailf, that 
the chain of thought easily becomes perplexed and difficult 
to follow. Those which, instead of<being declined by inflec¬ 
tions of the primitive root, preserve their original form, and 
supply the place of those annexed syllables by the use of 
distinct auxiliary verbs and prepositions, «,re more conve¬ 
nient for general yse, and easy and perspicuous in composi¬ 
tion ; but too soon become negligent and formless. Such 
languages as the Greek and Indian, on the contrary, in 
which every modification of the original meaning is produced 
by inflection of the roots, are naturally simple and beautiful, 
both in minor grammatical details and in the general compo¬ 
sition and arrangements. 

In this latter particular the term Oriental, in the sense 
which it is usually supposed Jio convey, will be found appli- • 
cable to very few nations. The exceptions are, indeed, . 
sufficiently numerous. Thus tlTe obscurity of jEschylus, 
especially in f(!e Choruses, appears highly Oriental, although 
clothed in an Hellenic form; but that obscurity springs 
rather from, an impassioned tumultuous •excitement, and«M 
the hurrying events of thp tragedy, than from a generaJ 
actual want of cap*city*for clearness ii?*isolated features. 

^To the lyric Jjol^ncss of the siffiiles and aUusious of Pin¬ 
dar, the incoherence of his transitions gives his poetry a 
tinge of p^^ientalism and the heroic grandeur ^f ‘the 
conception, the mingling wildness and tenderness of the^ 
theme, assimilate greatly to* all that we have yet seen of 
Indian poetry. The deep-thinking philo.sophers of Europe 
have almost always shown a decided preference for anclimt 
Orienlal literature. Many great poets among the Greeks 
are distinguished by the same peculiar feeling; and Dante, 
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among the moderns, approximates^ though in a manner less 
universally recognised, to Oriental grandeur of style and 
diction. r 

As in popular history, the Europeans and Asiatics form only 
one great family, and Asia and Euhipe <me indivisible body, 
we ought tto contemplate titb literature of all bivilised people 
as the progressive development of’ one entire system, or as a 
muffle perfect ^ucture. All ppejudioed and narrow ideas 
wiU thus uncon^ously disappear, many points will first 
become intelligible in tl\eir general connexion, and every 
feature thus viewed will appear in a new light. 

It is most natural that the deep>soul^ genius of the 
Middle Ages, the influence of which still pervades both our 
legislature and daily life,, and which in history, poetry, and 
general habits, stands most closely connected w 1 ^ our own, 
should claim from us peculiar regard and investigation: and- 
the study of the classics forms not only the best ground* 
work, but is, indeed, ah almost necessary .school and prepar¬ 
ation for all other learning. The science of criticism has 
never been so completely and perfectly developed in any 
other literature ; and, in short, Grecian art, philosophy, and 
poetry, if not regarded merely in their outward form, as 
better learned critics, connoisseurs, and aesthetic philosophers 
are too prone to consider them, are not only of high intrin¬ 
sic value, but form an indispensable connecting link between 
European imagination and Oriental tradition, even as the 
‘ literature of the Romans marks the transition from the 
Greek to that of the Middle Ages. The hitherto unknown 
themes of early antiquity can be disclosed to ^ only by ex¬ 
ploring the rich mine of Indian literature, and laying bare 
its treasures of poetical beauty and philosophical research. 

^ The too partial, almost wilful devotion to classical learn¬ 
ing, which prevaffbd during the 'last century, drew men’s 
minds too widely astray —far from the sole source of 4 
lofty truth; hut the study of Oriental literature, to us so 
completely nov el in structure and ideas, will, we pene¬ 
trate lA'ore deeply into it, bring back a new idea of the 
Divinity, and restore that vigour t& the intellect, that truth 
and intensity of feeling to the soul, which invests all art, 
sci^^e, and literature with new and glof^ous life. 
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Aditt, contort of Caiyap&, 475. * 

Athetkci, form S)l uiiderttood, 197> 216. « 
Derived IVom **to perceive 

by the ticnic^/' and tt applicable to a 
feeling for art generally. In., Trant. 
Prelace ^ 

Affinity of langiiaget generally, YSS. Of* 
the roots of the Indian^Pentan, Greek, 
and I^atiii, 430. 

Africans, their origin, 502. 

Ahriman. principle of good, 4^. 
Aix-la.Cnapellc, cathedral, tombof Char> 
leroagiic, 164. 

Allegri, Antonio. See Correggio. 
Allegory, at treated by Dante, £15. 
Allegorical paintlngi, by Mantegna, ?• 
Style of Correggio, 17,18, 19. 

Allori, Alessandro (of the eclMtic school 
of the 16th and 17th oentunes), Venus 
by, .59. 

Allori, Cristoforo, Judith, 80. 

Altdorfer, ^school of Albert DUrer, 16th 
century,) Victory of Alexander the 
Great, 113,114. 

Amaracesba, Indian dictionary, compiled 
by Amarasinha, 4£6. 

America, colomsetl from Asia, 506. Great 
variety of dialects, 501 Physical va¬ 
rieties of race, 50£. Languages of, 447, 
448,449. 

Amenghi. 5>ee Caravaggio. 
Anishaspands, seven. Uenii of the ele¬ 
ments, 484. 

Anaetis, Ahlath, or Mylitta, 480. 
Angelico, Fra da Fi8sole, (14th and 15th 
century,) Day of Judlkicnt, £0. Paint¬ 
ings to be studieil, £93. 

Apollo and the Shepherds, Schiek. S90. 
Architecture, the ba^e of all other arts, 154. 
Egyiitinnand indiBfi,.0O4, Christian 
ecclesiastical, 1&3. Not copied from the 
Moors, 167. Its gradual development.* 
177, 178. Work on Gothic %rchltec- 
' tur^ 193, 194 Boisserce's work, 305. 

- gothic, 149—200.* • • 

Ariosto, his nationality, S£0. 

ArnautSf ancient people of Albania, 503. 
Artemisia, Fphesign goddess, 480. • 

Art, of painting, not to bo analysed and 
subdivided into branches, 69. Us U’ue 
poetical tendency, 69, '{p. Its prorent 
state, £94, £95. Revival in Germany, 
S89, Ac. Not for ever extmet, 304. 
Reached its summit with Rspllaej, &c., 
304. Poetic origin among the Indians, 
Egyptians, gnd Greeks, 

Art, unites the riches of nature and the 


I Airituahty of loec, Sr the sou^ 415. 

I Dramatic, 418.0 

{ Artistic feeling extinct in social lifh,196, 

W Aslauga, Der Held des Nordens, £64. 

: Astartg, Phenician goddess, 480. 

{ Astrology, Oriental doctrine, 477. 

{ ^ttila, Der Held des Nurdens, 

( TAugustins, Les Petits, antique cdfieettdn, 
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Avatars, ten Indian, 474« 

Baal, ^rian god, 479. 

Baggesen, German poet, £6S. 

, Bilder, son of Odin, £60. Poem by Ew« 

I aid, S6I. 

Bandinelli, (Florentine, 16th century,) 
portrait qf himseiL 78. 

Bartolomeo, Fra, i»int Mark, 7. Head 
of Christ, 7. 

Basic, collection of Holbein's pictures, 
189, Dance of Death, 190. 

Beautiful, I'reatlsc on the Limits of, 413. 

Bellini (Venetian school, 15th century,) 
(Jhrist Teaching, 7. Holy Family, 6£. 

Berne, description of 190. 

Bh6gavatglta, Indian worl^ 426. 492. 

Bhngfi, Indian lawgiver, 471. 

Bibhothdque Rovale, ££5.237. 

Bibliotheque de l*Arsena1,238. 

Boccaccio, poetical works, 800., Ac. Not 
^ usually appreciated, 201, £02. 206. Per* 

* sonal history, £03. Teieide, 204. £07. 
226. Filostrato, lb. Filopono, 207, £08, 
2091 Ameto, 208.211. Amorosa Vlskme, 
£13. Decameron, £13. £17. Ninfale 
Fietolauo, £14 Laberinto d* Arnold 
214. Fiainmctta, £16, £17.' Observa¬ 
tions on his style, £18, 219. 

Bodmer, 246 • 

Burdonc (Venetian school, 16thcentury,)* 
Ring of St Mark. 77. e 

Brahmk, the tlgma] spirit, wonhipped 
bv the Hindhs, 471. 478. 

BrAiaiite, Deposition ITom the Cross, 78* 

Bretagne dialect, 463. 

Brun le. French painter, portraits of the 
Jaiiach lamily, 98. * ’ • 

Brussels, exhibition of palntings/M19, Ac. 
Very old pictures there, l£r>. Geoeial 
0 aspect of tne vicinity, 158. Town House, ' 
159. St. Gudule, 159 

Brynhildd and Sigurd, £65. 

Buddhibin, itH spirit and tendeni^, 

Buifalmacco, fresco odinting, ¥& 

Buonaroiti See Michelangelo. 

Biiri, mndcrn German artist, extolled by 
'Goethe, 290, * 
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Calderon, Spanish dramatist, ^29. 

Cahdat&f Indian jmet, 420. 32'{ 

Camfc, or Camlideva, Indian (jod of Love, 
483. 

Cambrav, spire of the ruinod cathedral,' 
134,155. 

Camoena, Portuguese poet, 231. The 
Lurad, 2 :io. 

Camuccnii, p^intines h>% 288. . 

Cancioneros, colloction of Spanish songs, 
SS8, 239. 

Canova, hia encor ragament of the modern 
German achool at Rome, 291. 

Captivity of Boethius, &vl. ■ 

Caravaggio, (one of the Naturaluti, 17th ^ 
century,) portrait, 79. 

Carracci, brother!, lost ventiTes fif the 
true Christian ityle last even in their 
tlinc^j. Their eclectic style, 50. 

Cartlcey4, Indian god of war, 481. 

Carun, 230. 

Castilian poetry, 241. Rnmanres, 228. 

Castle, CarUtcin, near Prague, 

Casyapft, Indian god of the Heavens, 473. 

Catalogues of Paintings in the louvre, 3. 

Catel, modern German pHiiiter, .104. 

Cecilia, Saint,picture by Ludwig Sclmoir, 
407 to 412. 

Celestina, a Castilian Vomance,'229. 

Cervantes, ins romances, 228. 230. 

Charlemagne, his life and exploits,'25.7. 
Tomb of, 164. 

Charles IV., emperor of Germany, 400.402. 

Chinese, number philosophy, 4<i0 Re¬ 
cords of the colonisation of Peru, 501. 
505. Language, 447. 

Chivalry ot the Middle Ages, preface, 309. 
l^other and Mailer, a tale of, 310. 

Christomathie, of the Indian language, 
426. 


Church pictures, Correggio, 24. 

Old, the, Castihan romance. 241. 

C Cologne, puiiiiiiigs in, 130. Grand altar 
piece, 134. Ancient buildings, 170. 
Cathedral, 172. St. Gcreon, St. 
teln, 17C. 180, 181. St. Kunibcrt, St. 
Severin, 177. 181. 

Colouring, . Titian. Correggio, 12, 11. 

Raphael, 35.’46. Holbein, Diircr, 36, ;>7. 
Coningsloo, modern FlenU'ih jianitcr, 
pT- (17th century,) 119. l#l, 

Coplas, d’arte Mayor, Sjianish versifica¬ 
tion, 239. ^ 

Correggio, (16th centuryJv Antiopo, .7. 21. 
Paintings m Dresden Gallerv, 4. I4.€*d. 
Musical style of painting, 11. 50. Pe¬ 
culiarities of colouring, 17. Simdant*' 
of his rnuntenancM, 16. Martyrdom of 
SCPIafidio, H». La Notte, flipO'O,) 
16» 17.^22. St. Sebastian, br Jerome, 
19. 20, 21. St. George, 19. Marriage of 
St. Katherine, 21. Deposition from 
the Cross, 21, 22. Triumph of Vir¬ 
tu^ 2‘J. llescmblance to Leonardo, 2.5 
*[^ilapliacl, 34. In paintiug huld^ 
J0t same rank as T.isso in poetry, 

, %I. “ Ecce Homo,*' attributed to, 12L 


dbrnelius, fresco paintings, (modern Ger¬ 
man,) 291. Kamoiis cartoon, 296. 
Cosha, India Dictionary, 426. 

Coxg?i, one of the masters of the Nether- 
lands (16th centurv), 119. 

Cybele, Phrygian goddess, 480. 

C|vril and Methodius, legend, 20. 

Danneckcr, sculptor, statue of Christ, 
303. 

Dante, allegorical descriptions of Hell, 10. 
. Peculiar sublimity of style, 219, 220. 
^ Influence on Bociuiccio, 213. 215. 
'‘"Deification of heroes, common in the ear¬ 
liest ages, 474. 481) 

Denis, St, catheilr.'J, 1.51,1.53, 
D^vaii&gari, Indian writing characters, 
427. 

Devotional feeling, necessary for the 
painter, 306. * 

Dialects, Indian, Sanscrit, Pracrit, Gron- 
thon, 428. Great variety of American, 
5(15. General varieties, 458. 

Dili, Indian deity, 47.5. 

DfKlsley's (Collection of Old Plays, 276. 
Domenichino, Zampicri, a Dolognc^e, 
(17th century,) Rinaldo and Armid.a, 
3. ^ncas and Anehises, 3. Martyr¬ 
dom of St. Agnes, HI. Susanna, 129. 
Druids, theft tenets, 253. 

Dschomschid, Persiitii king, 484 
Dualum, doctrine of the two principles, 
482. 4H6. Of the Sclavonian religion, 
*“ 498. Latenl*principlein manyothers,498. 
Durer, Albert, (German master, Idth 
century,) .54. Crucifixion, 40, 41. 
Shakspenre of painting, 54. Designs 
for Christian subjects, 88,89. Woodcuts 
and engravings, 88, 89, 90, u|. Imma¬ 
culate Conception, 88 Paintings n*i 
Oiasa, piO. 101. Otd picture in his btyle, 
120. Martyrdom of early Chnsttans in 
Persia, 127. Pictures ol saiiiU, 132. 
Durgi, wite of Sivk, 479. 

Dusseldorf Gallery, 127. 168. 

K.*irly German m<'^verin painting, 234, 2H'» 
Eberhard, modern German artist, 3J3. 
Sketches, 296. 

Ecclesia'tlical paintings, Fra Bartolom- 
•meo, 10 
Echard, 246. 

<Eclcciic stylo of the Cul^rcl, &c., 50. 

Euda, vcoaific.itinn of, 242. 2.58. Mytho. 
lugv of, 247. Comin'>n to all Scan li- 
navitn people, 247. «hiiniiar in dTctkr'i 
to the Zcndaveati, 238. Contrasted 
with <4reek mythology, 259. Of Sie. 
munda, 263. 

Eggi/ts, modem (/r^rnfan painter,’292. 
Two Heads by, 293. 

£nm.nation, Oriunlal doctrine of, 46S, 469. 
476 

Emigration of nations, 500. Not dep':n- 
dent on^ihysica) onuses alone, 50x 514. 
Course pursued by the Asiatics, 511. 
Northern tendency of, 514^ 
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Enprlbrorbtsen, (Dutch master, 16th com- 
tiiry,) llfi, 1-21. 

En^avuijfn, EnjilUh, spirit of, 2R9. From 
early CTerinan paintll)^s. pubViiihed Hy S. , 
Hois^erre. .'JfW. Albert Durer’s,88,—*91. 
Esur, a fiftUic divinity, 479. 

Kyck, Van, brothers, (painters of th^ 
old FU*misfi echoot, century). 

School founded by Hutftrt, 37. 119 124, 
12.0. Picture attributed to. 111. Greatly • 
contributed to the progress of the art, , 
John Van, Marriage of Cana, 37. * 
Lamb of the Apocalypse, 38. Three * 
Church pictures, 38. Peculiarly ex- 
prcssive ntyle, 39. 

Fatfllism of Indian philosophy,*47lk 
Kereira, Portuguese dramatist, Inez ilc 
Castro, 211. • 

Ferdousi, Persian poet, 5£.75. 

Feruers, Divine prototypes of created 
things. 484. 

Fezelc, Martin, Siege of a town, jiaiming 
by, 11.0. 

Fiesole, See Fra Angelico, 20. 293. 
Filopoiio, meaning of the name, 200 
I ingal, Ossian’s, 2W, 251, 2.53. Inter* 
course ivith Scaiidmnvi. 1 , 204. First 
^wem in the Oisianic scries,s2o7. 

Fouque, Held dcs Nnrdcns, poem, 203. 
France, carlv history of, 152 —1.04 
French, s()Ie of painting, 288. Le Brun, 
97, 98. 

Fresco painting encouraged in Gormanv, 
C92. Of Corrielnis. 291. Overbeck, 291. 
Vcit/JuliuhSchnorr, JfKI. OfGiotto, ()r- 
gagn.i, Gozroh, .ind BufiHImacco, 405 
Fnr^t, Schildburg, king of the Shield, 250. 

G.inesa. Indian god of wisidom, 481. •ftlO. 
Oarotslo, or Garofolo, (school of KapUael, 
15th ceiilury,) portrait of himself, .7j. 
Holy Famd'ics 3.3 Portrait of his wife, 
119. 

CToneva, description oi, 191, 

(rpnre du, paintings 

Giiiriaiidajo, (I'lorentinc, loth century,) 
nationality of his figures, 58. 

Giorgione (Venetian school, 16th cen- 
turv.) Kntouihmept by, 10^1. Holy 
Fuiitiiy, 196. 

(iiotto, l-lorentiae, l.'ith century,) in^ 
painting, cdiiipareil with Ignite ^n 
poctrv, 51. Well merits htudy, 293. 
i'rtAro pviintlngs at Ulo. 

(iiustinuini, Vill.i, fresco pafhtings, 300 
Ci!as4, patnfiigs on, by Diirer, 100. in 
St Oudule, HrusseU, Vi\ 16J in St. 
Sulpice, Paris, I01.4n St. Kuiiibcrlt Co¬ 
logne, l>'l 

Olvptmhck.n, fresco paintings by Coino* 

, huH, 291. 

f.olhic anhitcrture, 149. 1.55, 15a Sta¬ 
tues, 15.% 153. Propriety ofdhc term, 
1.66, 157, 15S. 

(grammar of tlic Oriental languages, 409. 
(iraiiet, pain'ling “ du genre,” 2K8. 

Gieck church, ceieimnnes of, 403 


Gronthon, Indian dialect, 428. 

Gnindtwiff, mythology of tne Norfh, 
*261. “ rreys und Cferda's IJehe,” 283. 
^uarlni, classic grace of his poetry, 219, 

Hadrian, revival of art in Ins time, 285. 
Hamilton, Indian literature, 425. 
Hanxlcden, Indian litcratun^ 428. 

* HaraW Harfagre, king of Nwway, 252. 
HeUldcb Nordens, poem by Fouque, 263. 
Hellenists, of Asiatic deficent, .512. 
Henling. See also MemHIig, 39.117. 124. 
Hertha. German i^vinity, 480. 

Holbein, I6th* century, portraits, 29, 30. 
^ In the Upper German htyle, 124. 
liomert compared with ShBk8|>eai'e, 272. 


Monographic, Chrdlienne, Didron^9. 

Idea of beauty analysed, 413. ^ 

Ideal grace of the early German schooN, 

Ideality, how liable to abuse, 295. Of 
(Correggio's conceptions, 26. Of HeU 
hill's, 62. 

Idealism, affinity between Oriental and 
European 4R2 

Imitation, its det^iorating influence on 
the arts, 292, 293. .Dosing its influence, 
J05. 


Immortality of the soul, believed by the 
IndiHiiR,, 472. 475 
liHMrnations of A'lshnfl, 484. 

Indian language, origin and peculiar fea* 
turcB, 425. 428. 435. 446. 465. — Roots in 
the Coptic and Hebrew, 499. Doctrines 
and rellgibn, 46 K. Colonisation, 5(X)—508. 
I.,egislaflire, 508 — .614. Reiigtous wars, 
509 Traditions, 514. Reconls, 473, 
487. 513. Xateraiure, 494. 515. 

Indrfi, Indian supreme god, 
liiiermixture of natiotis, 502. 




Jones, Sir Willlom, works on Indian lite¬ 
rature, -125. On the language, 458. 4(4. 


I Kail, IiuliAii goddess, 479.481. Worshipped 
I 111 Thiliet, 49(f 
I Ksrlstein, Schloss, 400. , * 

King Arthur, and the Knights of the 
Round 'J'obie, ^unances of, :'09 
King John, old play, once aftributed to 
Shaks)K’nrG, 271. 273 274. Autlicnu-i 
city qucBtionlK|M> 

Kim Ix*ar, old plav, Sf77 279. 

Kl^istock, his revival of the taste for old 
Gernnin poetry, 246. 

Koch, (modern German fiainter,) Land¬ 
scape, ‘Jt4. • * ^ ‘ 

Kon-fu.tHc, Chinese philosopherM9l! 
KoyiLolpodriima, Indian vocabulary, 426. 
I Kuvera, Indian god of riches, 514. 


LacRlmii, god<le*>s of abundance (India), 
185. 

I.aiidscapo% of Leonardo, ManI 
Diirer, Titian, Kaphsel, tki 
, as a branch of art, 66, 67, 68. Paiiit^ 
ings, modern, .303^ 


lanfwta, 

Painn^ 
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I^nguAire, Castilian and PortuguPAe, 
to !!i{^4. Proven<;al, nr Kotiiancc, 24i^. 
Indidn, its attinity with Greek and Lh. 
[ till, PerMan and licrman, 

None with Asiatic or \iiu'rii*an, 
Indian^ Pcroian, Greek, Eatiii, eom. 
pared, 430. Persian, 43.1 Universality 
of the Latin, which e\Ut8 in Italian, 
hpanish, Eftglish, German, and V/^l)a> 
ciiian, i>(H. Many vestiges o( IiuIiam hi 
the Teutonic, 44*2. Divn*ioii into two 
principal brandies# 4'l(x Uifibrencc** of 
construction, 45U 4ijL Origin ol, 4)3. 
Leibnitz, *24(). “ 

1 •uipi), Lucas Van, schno) of Holland, 
dltreiith century. CharaclcristK^ of his 
sU<e, Pi*2, 123. Various paintings b\, 
i 5241^3. \ 

Licgc,weBcription of, ]fi2, KH 
Light, religion of, Persia, 4^. £x- 

isiing 111 Peru, .00.0. 

Limits ot the beaiiti(ul,*a trcatiso. 41.3 
jAK'hliii, county ol, supposed tu uc Nor* 
way, 2 j1, 

Locrine, old play, 277.’ 

I-rfhlier and Mailer, a talc of chivalry, 310. 
Louvain, town, house o|, )d2. 173. 

I. .cu\rc, Paintings iiijthe, I—14>3. 

J. iirieii Buonaparte, private gallery of, 
.'4 to fij. 

Liogi, San, pictures brought from, UK). 
1(J4 Ill. 

Luiiii, brethera, pupils ofLennardo, (15th 
iditury.l 26. Holy Family, 28. 
Luxembourg, gallery oi pictures, 27. 
l/)ons, description of, 122. 

Mailer, Lother and, 310. 

Mannerism, early (German so called, 284. 
223 Ot the French school, 2K8. Arises 
lioun imitation, 287. 

Mantegna,(school ol Padua,l.^th century,) 
aliegoncal paintings 7, H, 0 10. I^and* 
(cape iiJtriMUiccd, b6. His concrptioiis 
compared with thoKt» of Dante,.»! ^ 
jMarbIc, unsintcd for Gothic ecclcMa^tical 
architecture, 

Mark, .St., eAt^ietiral of, at Venice, Ifd, 1H1. 
Martin'oin, o tit tbcxne for ]Minlirigs, Kj, 
M», 87. , Of M Agasha, by Seh del 
Piombo, bO. Of the early ('hrisdans 
- in Persia Durer, 127. 

Wasters, b(>Ie <»t early ItalfLin, 5. 
M.'tcrialisiii, oriental, 47 b 481. 

Mi< keneii, Israel Von,(school of Colonic, 
loth ccntiirv,) pictuics ot the Pa.«.sioi', 
140. 

Memlinp, (school ofrVan Eyck, I5th cen- 
Ii>rv,)l)cautdiil and(leculiai st^)e, J12. 
123’, 12‘f.4Jl, St Christoplin,32. 

.Mcnge', 48. Thcorv td painting, 287 
Meno*« liooksol laiW8,426.4.ili.47i>. Doc¬ 
trines, 470. 47.5, 

Mer^mount, the North Pole, 514. 

Devil of Edmonton, old play, '^7. 
or Mossys, ^uintin, one of ihc 
maters of the Netherlands, 15th ceu. 
tuty, 123. ‘ . 


I 


Metom))«ycho6i8, not of Hellenistic origin, 
476 lu i>cculiar character, 468, 4iiU. 
Found in Gaul as well as India, .50.5. 
MiClieiangelo Kuonanitti, JiUh century, 
]M>ctrv by, 227. His opinion of Kaphacl, 
. 47. Imitated by It.iphacl, 34. His pro* 
ference for the Pagan antique, 5U. 
Picture of the'Crucifixion, 58. 'Phe 
l^rHst Judgment, 20. The Three Fates, 
UH. Paun, 302. 

Mimansa, philosophy, 486. 42.3. 

Mlccchas, atlieisiic iiiduii tribes; 510. 
Modern German imintings and school, 
283. 

Moloch, Syrian deity, 470. 

Mos.iic records referred to, 515, .516. 
Mugdhfbodha, Indian giannnar, 426. 
Murillo, Spanish master. Ins |>ecuhar 
style, .53. Insfaration, I’ravir, iwo pic> 
tiircs by, .5o‘. Beggar hoy, .>7. 

MufiiLal style of colouring, 11. Adopted 
hv Kaphaol in Iho “ Mleiico,*'36. liy 
Murillo, 36 

Musee dcM Monuincns Fraii<,ais, 20. 
Mutina, 'I'homas of, 40.'). 

Myro, (Greek painter,) Cow, ,3(>1 
Mythras, tiie star of lUy, worshipped by 
the Persians, 484. 

Mythology pt Ossiaii, 25.7. Ol the Kdd i, 
2.72. liuliaii,46<). 471—475 Gie*'k,47<»— 
4‘>7 Egsptian, 476 Orivntiil, 427, 
428. Noilhern, 26l) 2(iJ. 

National characteristics ol different mas¬ 
ters intrudnced into their ideal tom- 
IKi'Otioiih, ll(i, 117, D8. 

Naturahbti, sthiMiI ol pAinting m Italy, 

225 

Neusz, description of, 16iJ 
Nicla'liJugen Liwl, compared with oiTrjlar 
traditions still in existence, 241. 25b. 
2bl, 2()5, 2iib. 

Night ut the middle age.<, falsely so called, 

ov; 

Norman g(>niii«, expended its iiiducnce 
cien lo 'J*lnJle^5.> 

Ninth, veiicratcinW file liulmns, 514 
Norwegian aib cnluiers, second senes of 
the Ossi.inu poems, 2 'j7. 

Noth Heinritl), Inuiaii rcstMichcs of, 428, 
N>a>5 pliiloxijdii, 4Kh ♦llh 
.N^crup, ioinmcntatui ubi the 17dda, 260. 

i 

Odin, Sc.'fndin.ivian divinity, 247. 254. 
Ochlcnschiater, (i^^rman scald, 262. ■ ^ 

OriomatopocKc wiirds/'433.43'>,454. 
Orgagna, fresco paintsiig, 407.. 

Oiigiu Ol races and nations, 305. .514. Of 
tilt llelleiiisrs in .4.siMeMinor, .51J 
Orley. Bernard V.m (a mnstei ot theschool 
idL the Ni’tlu rlands,IGtii centur)), liy» 
I'S-liiliy. .'1. 

Ormuz, the evil principle, 483. 

OhiFK, Ktu,ptian god, 476. 

Osoat), iM.icpherson's, 248. The Gaelic, 
240. Anli(|uiiy ot the poems, 256. Pe- 
luhar ni)rljology, 2.53. Pdains may be 
ariauged in a certain Bcries, 257* 
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OttfriPff, v(*riiifixation of, e+f?. 

OvMhcck. “Joseph hold to the Mer- 
chanis,” 2yi, »*Tnl>f>riie» tbv principles 
insisted on in page 147. Vide note. 

Pahtavi, n dialect of the Indians, 4f72. 

r.io. 

Painting, on its sulxlivisi%n into branches, 
H)2, 10‘X ^ 

Palma Vecchio, (Venetian school, IGth 
century. 1 Shepherd praving to the* 
Infant Christ 13 Holy Family, V)ft, ^ 
J’anthetsm, its evil tendency, 4K3. Its pe¬ 
culiar doctrines, 4fiS 474. 48^*. 41M. 

Paris. Notre Dame. IW, lol. Modern 
hiiiidingv, 1‘5() llrtiirn to, iy.i^ 
Parrhasiub, (ireok painter, in*) * 
P.^triotisin ot the Homai)«»^nd (Ireeks, 4V1. 
Pedinah, or hacshni:, gotidcs'* of ahui - 
dance, 484, 

Penck***, play by Shaksprare, 270. 

Persian rehmon, and n*hgiou** wars, 510. 

Spiritualitv undcretViod bv, 270. 

Peru, how colonized, .70'» 

Perugino, (ITinbriaii school, 17th cen¬ 
tury), Paintings by, in the departincnt**, 

3. riinrch picture#, 4.) Af first i U«i*ly 
followed by his pupil l^ph.icl, .U. 
4‘1. (omnared, as with IV- 

tranh as jN>el, .71. Virtue and Plea¬ 
sure, 53, A Spiritual Prince, 5‘). Pic¬ 
ture by, lit Strashurg, 1^). Ditto 
at Ivons. ]02 'J*li * Plessod Vir¬ 
gin. and tour Saints, PiS. His beautiful 
style, 2*)), 

Petrarch, nntionabt\ of his pootrv. 220. 
Philosophy, 4K"i. Maten disrii ot llie In¬ 
dian, 478. Orieiit.il and Finopean, 4S'). 
The resemhl.incc bctw'een clM«*sie and 
oneiitdl, 4{)h Of Pvtli.ik'orns, 47(». 
Pinner, or Pindar ot ^V^lkL•lieUi, old 
play, 271. 27i>. 

Pioinho, Sebastian del, (V^neti.Tii school, 
pith coutuiy,) •* Martyrdom nt St. 
Agatha,“KO. “Virgin ami C'liild,*’81. 
Pippi, See GiiiliO Unitf^o 
Pisn, ^^c^co paintings at, 407 
Poetry. Ot paiiiimg. On, 70,71. Ought to lie 
studied by artists, t47, l4o Italian, 227 
Sp.upsli or (‘asliliaw, 22S PorUigiiesc, 
225. 2/1 to 2>7. ILoinatiiit or Provcii<,Ml, 
227.217 2.‘18. 24* Ol the North, 2^. • 
Impulses of modern, 244. lu- 

dini^ 4'>t> Onental .and (»ierk,4*>*) its 
iftf]iicii(‘i* on early^'iihgr.tii^ris, .014 
Polytheism, ;J74 V)! 

Population, uiimeioiiR, of the 'JVutmiic 
r.acc, 00*7. Ot galmns ot Asiatic rfic- 
scent, 5(‘i—.0(14. Oriiuba, .'lOo 
Portraits by Titian, Holbein, Leonardo, 

II In tile Txnivrc, 2*). I'td ')f J.eon.ifdo 
by bmisflf, 2o Difteient Mvlos ol 
Leonardo, Jlajdincl, Titian, H olbeui, 
coiiipared, 2*) to 32. P.iifltmg as 
a srparate br.inch ol the ail. n'*, *>d 
Modem styii* t»*, 288, 2S*). Ot tbe chil¬ 
dren ot Von lUim.boldt, .*^ 0 ) 10 *^, V2(». 
Of baints, by Tbcodoric of Prague, 401. 


Prague, Schloss Karlstein, near, 400. 

I'hcodoric of, 401. Paintings by, 401 to 
^406. 

rniiciplcs, sound, of Christian art. 144, 
14 , 7 ; Ufi. 

Provencal language and poetry, S2V 257, 
2.38. *242 M8.S. in the Biblioth^que de 

ri^Lmal,238. • 

Purniias, Indian philosophical recoriU, 
48.7, 486. Attinity with the Mosaic, 4H7. 
'4'aditions contained i^them, .713, .714. 
Pythagorean pliilo^ophy, 476.521. 

1 flindil god, 485. 

Ilainuyana 494. 456. 

H.iphan, Clash century,! Madonna di Fo- 
Itgno. 2. 'H.*47. Madonnadt .Tan Sisto. .7. 

• 27.3.3 Madonna delU Sedia, 27#47. 92. 
Viorge TUX C'.iiidelatin*s, 61. Madonna 
(Icll* Impanthita, 1)2 98. Giardinicra, 
46 *).3 Two Portraits, .31. Versatility 
of Inf genius, 3.3. 44. Raphael, Mic)iel- 
angelo, and CriuSio Romano 'complied, 

31 Transfiguration, 35. 42 44 4.7. 
93. St. Michael !»I.Tying the Dr.igon, 3.7, 
36 93 . 'Phe .Silence, 36. 46. Annunci¬ 
ation. Ai^oratioif, and Circumcision, 43. 
Faith, I.OVC, and flnpc, 4.) F.rroneoiis 
opinions of his g*‘iiiiis, 47- 4ft. 49 His 
prcterence lor the earlier schooL, *t9. 
Sketch lor the Head of Jehov.ih, 6(i. 
Two Madonnas, bl). St. John, 93. 128. 
I'resco paintings, 9.>. 21)^1- St. Ce<**ba, 
94 His i.mpirfsl gctiiUK, 97. Holy 
('ons er-'i^tmii, altar-,n»*ce, 126. Holy 
Family, 128. St Mnrpnret, iduplicate,) 
III Abbumptioii, PKi. Portrait of 
(.’•ird n.il Ibbien.i, 19fi. Portrait of U 
FaitoTc, M) Admiicd the work* of 
nu'’or 2*'M. 

Rebell, modern (icrman painter, 3U4. 

^ lietorm.Ttion, cliange* pmduceil by, jii art, 
75- 1:71. 

Regt»r, J.o'dbrok, SiNTiultiiavMn hero, 261. 
2o6. 

Reni, tiiiido, (Eclectic ►ctiool, 17th cen- 
turv,) Fortiin.i. I"'*' IVbigd ilene, (>;> 
Ma^^a(Te ol tlie Inmwem*, SL As- 
tmtnption, J*J9. ^ Madmiii.i, ^9. Hi# 
maiinci Kin, 5 4 

Return to the Deitj, Indian doctrine 
H>nngtiig froif iliHt* ol Km.ination, 439.* 
Revelation, doctnnes ol, 473. 

RiiAmA, deM*ri{>tioii ol. 1:74. 

Rhine, iti bccneri, 182, Homan ruins 
IH4. iS.7 

Rilier.i. See Lo Spagisunlcttfx 
RigveJa, 494 . ^ * 

UisboR, Indian *»ape4, 474 48.5 
Uuhden, l^ndseaiic iiainlcr, (modern Gcr- 

Romam e language, structure of, 242. Or 
nose), its peiuhar characteribtic<*^218, 

Ol/I I'OO 

T<om:in(,'ero, Castili.TU, 2.30. 
lloinantie ooetry ot the middle age^, 2^ 
Hiseii UfijiKtly ab a term at rcproucli, t97. 
Architecture, 1.7C, * 
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Romano, Giulio, (follower of Ra|)))ael, 
Iflth rentury,) Circumcision, 14 . Do- 
si^ns for tapestry, J 4 . Peculiar nmnner, 

. 00 . Revolt of the Titans, 10 . 0 . Tri¬ 
umph of Titus, ISNI. Adoration of ihe 
Shepherds, 190 . Fresco paintingM, 299 . 
Ruine, exhibition of modem German 
paintings at, 2 ^. Luxury of tl^ipco- • 
pie, 411 h Their fiatriotism, 4^1 
Rubens, Peter Paul, (school of Brabant, * 
17 tli centiiryi^ a^goncal picturtf o( 
the life of Mary ae Metlici.s, 97 . Hsill 
of Rubens, 129 . Rat 4 .c o' the Amazons, ' 
Tipor ami Faun family, 129 . Pic-,i 
tures at DuMseldorf, 160 , 170 . 

Paidtger, Nicbelungeu Lied, 265 , lOC. 

^hissian Madonna, 99 , 1 (M> 

Ruyss^^el, <iandsca|)e (lainterr 17 th ceti 
tury,) 303 . 

Sarontalii, Indian dra-na, by .Cahd&sH, 

425 . 426 47 ri. 523 . 

Saemunda. Edda, 263 . 

Saga, A'olnunga, 263 . Vedanta, 493 . | 

Salerno, Andrea da, (follower of Raphael, ! 

Ibth century,) Visitation of the Virgin,??. ' 
Saiicbj^, Indian phnosopbical rystem, 

492 . Its Panthei 4 ac tendeiicy, 493 . I 

Saiidtwig, Commentary on the Edda, 260 . ! 

Santa Maria del Fiore, dcscnntion of, IhH ' 
Sappho, her temperament ana genius, 423 . i 
SCiindH]iiitrana, 513 . | 

Scandinavian mythology, 2 . 54 . 

Srhadow, Rudolf and Wilhcltp, 284 . 296 , 

£ 97 . TiOa ! 

Srhloss, Karlstein, near Prague, 400 . ] 

Schools of Painting, French and Italian, . 
5 . lC;irner and later schools, 4 *»— 52 , | 

Venetian and Florentine, 49 . Spanish, 

5 '/. 58 . Early German and'Italian, 73 . i 
P 2 i, J 22 . UJ, 124 . Of Cologne, 134 . 1 . 19 . i 
feliooU «f later Italian poetry, the Flo-i 
rcntino and Lombard, 227 . ' 

hi l.oicel, (MiU*tercil‘the NetlierlamF' ^Oth 
century,! Adoration of the Shepherds. 
I'niitic. 120. 1 

Schiek. thejirst who gave a new hnpiilse 
to jnuntnYg in Germany, 290 Portrait 
oi thc^ehiliiren of Von Humboldt, 2 !H). 
ScinUlhfarg, Furst. Ostiian, 250 . ' 

Schnorr, Ludwig, 407 to 412 . Julius, 3 WJ. 

' Sdavonittn dialed, 4 b^^ 4 . f 

Scottish ballads, 219 . B»rly period of their 
history, 252 . 4 

Sculptnie, principles totallj distinct from 
painting, 71 Michelangelo, Faun. .‘'^2 
Thoiwald?en*b ^Mercury, .*> 02 . Dan- 
iiecJ^rS figure of Christ, 303 . 

Shaksi^nie, why the poet of all Teutonic , 
nations, 266 , 267 . His exhaestlcs* charm, 1 
267 . His portraits of Henry VUl. and* ; 
Richard HI, 268 . Dilficullies in dc- >. 

deling on his merits, 269 . PericU»s, 270 
jAis rivals and predecessors, 271 . King 
^^ohn,old and new play, remarks on, 271 , 

273 to 276 . The HOiner of the north, 

272 King lx*ar, Loenne, 277 . 278 . Why ' 

the only true Idlindation lor a better i 


feeling for dramatic art in Germany. 

9HO 

SieoH. Cathedral of. 160 . 181 . 

SfgnnI, a Danish hero, 263 . 26 . 1 , 266 . 

Stv 6 , Iniliun divinity,acknowledged by the 


Solan,' (school of Kaplbs, i 5 th century,) 
Herodias, 28 . 

Sonnyasis, Indian pcbitcnts, 490 . 492 . 
Sophocles, his tragedies, 423 « 

Spagiiiioletto, Lo Giu 6 ept»e Ribera, (one of 
the Naturalist!, 17 th century,) Birth .of 
the Saviour. 76 

Starkodder, Northern poet, £ 61 . 

Statues of the early French kings in St. 
Deid^. 1 . 52 , 1 . 5 . 3 . 

Stephan, Mcitdcr, (School of Cologne,) 
Tnptic, 138 . 

Strasburg Minster, 187 . St Thotiias, 1 ^ 9 . 
Subjects lor painting selected by the cirly 
Italian and German masters, 51 . Chris¬ 
tian, treated Gymbohcally, 51 . From 
ancient mythology as treated hy more 
recent schools. 52 , 53 . 10 . 5 . By the old, 
53 . 165 . On the clioice of, Hki. 107 . J 08 , 
109 . Christian, appropriate for paint¬ 
ing 301 . S 37 . 

Sueur, ie,*'|>ainting 8 from the Life of St 
Bruno, 97 . 

Symbolic portraits, 31, 32. Style of Tor- 
reggio’s piimtings, 17. C^n^|>osltlOll^ oi 
Albert Durcr and Raphael, 54. Paint- 
ingb, 06 . 

S>mbolism, Christian, 52 . Of ancient iny. 
thologv. 53 . 195 . Lstciitial in painMiig, 
Co Ot the tirst rcproi>eiit 4 tion& ol our 
Saviour, 87 80 . Oi the carlv 
14 S. Of ecclcbiaijtical archiiccluie, l« i. 

'I’cinora, third poem in the OdSianic 
srnrs, 2 . 57 . 

Tlicoiy, of the art of painting, tnscpa'-fi- 
hh* from piactice, Oj 
T honvaldcu, bonlfl^ure. . 302 , 303 
1 ‘ieck, A!tengl*ifchcn Theater, 270 . 272 . 
Tiziaiin, Vecrilio (Venetian School, J<i«h 
‘ century,) S-in Pietro Marlire, 11 . P<n- 
Iraits bv, 11 . iO. Dramatic styU* ol 
paintpig, 11 . His Vladonnas, 12 De¬ 
position from the Cross, 12 Ciowiniig 
^ with Thorns, 12 VIcad ol f'linst. J v. 
Hi 88 <.vlcandcolounng,. 0 U. 'I'lie Aiiosto 
ol painting, 51 . Prodigal Son, 
Daiiue, AiiUojK*, 191 , 10 “» tIttU 
Family, T^t? Portrait ol hianii'' I , J ‘»7 
Trci.inoi, an anccsinr ut Fmg.il, 2)1 
Trmib.idours, choix dcspoesiei* ougnialcs 
ties, op). *' 

Upangas, Indian philosophic.il works,‘ 19 .;. 

V'cd.'is, books of Indian philoaophy, 4 .‘n>. 
4sS6 ♦' 

Veit, Philip, modern (Jerman painter, 
284 292 , 296 . ,, 

Velasquez. Madonna, 57 . 

Veronica, St., legend of, 85 . 


- Buddhists, 479 . 4 S]. 484 . 4 iK). 
nitL Indian deity, 4 R 7 . 



Vinci, I.onnardi) tla, ccnliii),} co'ii 
iiarcHi in stvic \v»ih Corro^vio," \C\ i*». 
Ho!v I'amilv, (’hn-t in the Tom- 
|)Je, 26 Matlorina, Viri'in aii<l St A^ina, 
2t» 27. 28 InfroilutTci lAiKUcape back* 
jfrouiul}*, 29 Porinnt o! M.iniia Lisa, 
5]. IncliiMtinn tor the new schools, jfh. 
Portrait of Fraunn 1 * 60 . <i2. Modesty 
and Vanity, (JO Porrrail of Charles 
VIU,, 91. St.John the lliptist, 197.i 
Cenn of decline vi'nble in his works, j‘i7. 
St. ('afherme, crowned with blies, 10). 
Vishnu, his inrarnationa, 471. ^IKK 481 < 

Vopndeva, 120 

Wach, p.'iintor, (modern German school,) 
2S4 2»“) • 

Waliachiaiis, 4'5l. iJO.’J 
Wallraff, coll 'ctioo o^ ea:iv Cicnnrin 
n.i'nlint;% 111. Portrait ol Ihe Fuiperor 
Ma\.i:nib.ui in hin roUi'i'tion, 141 
Weit, ]Hint<T, fmoilern (ierinan school,) 
Ailor.ition oi the hliepherd'i, 2!>fJ. 


INDEX. 

% 


5& 


. Wilford's Researches in In^an Litcra* 
I lure, 428. * 

I Wdhcdm Meister, of Cologne, 138.148. 

I ^Vilkins, Indinii works, 42.1 
j Winkeliininn*« Theory of Art, 28P. 

I Worlds, Three, of fndi.in philosophy, ^71. 

I Worship, of iMture and the elements, 477- 
j 480. 484. Common among the Scandi- 
r ni^ns, &r, 2+7 253. 'Hie Orientals, 

4P’i. Among the Persians moie pure 
I imd R])iritUHl, 48(1, 

Wfrmser, painting tf, 4#1. 

' Yajurvctla. 494. * 

• Vavanern, or Yavanas, mentioned in In- 
dian^raditions, 480 510 51 J. 

Y-king, Chinese b.trred book, 49.X 
Yn and Van(f. (’hinese symbols, 491, 492. 
Togis, Indian hermits; 490. 492. # 

I Zend{ivc*it.i, comp.ired with the DIda, 259. 
Z„idn<ljta, 4S7 +^J. 
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I 7^' — 1 »<: lii.fiM^'tc "4 iv'iomb oeiit uf read “ i^epo^'.tion (rom the Cross.’* 

HS, l.-if 11 — 1 .t: ‘ 11." if.ui Wdlicl.ii.*' 







